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the end may lose more under that system than 
they would by allowing the deputies additional 
compensation, in cases where it is requisite in the 
opinion of the surveyor general, on his respons- 
ibility. If the surveyor general is not an hon- 
est and fair man, remove him. He is not enti- 
tled, under the provision, to receive one dollar 
himself; and he cannot do so unless by fraud; 
and he will be liable to punishment for that. 
You are simply limiting, by a different limit than 
you do now, the amount which he shall be al- 
jowed to contract to give deputy surveyors per | 
mile fora certain stipulated survey of lands. I 
think it is a wiser course to take that, inasmuch | 
as you cannot get the survey performed for less; | 
at least, you cannot get it performed for fifteen 
dollars a mile. So the Secretary of the. Interior 
tells you. Itis the wiser course to expend the | 
difference between fifteen dollars and twenty-five | 
dollars, in that manner, in these contracts, than it | 
would be to permit the deputy surveyor, who is 
an officer under contract, and ought to represent 
the Government alone, to represent in part the 
interests of the private claimant by receiving com- | 
wnsation from him. The Senate may choose | 
tween the two. If they determine that they | 
will not adopt this amendment, then, in common 
justice to the claimants, if they desire to carry | 
out the treaty, (and the law entitles them to have 
a survey of the lands and a patent consequent on 
the survey after a final adjudication of the title,) 
they are bound to put in a clause which shail re- 
quire the Secretary of the Interior or the head of 
the Land Office to rescind the order which pro- 
hibits the privaté claimant from paying any por- 
tion of the expense of surveying private land 
claims. One or the other you are in justice bound | 
to do; | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Srvart.) | 
The first question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Arkansas to the amendment. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed | 
to. 


Mr. HARLAN. I propose further to amend 
the amendment by inserting: | 


Ss 


Provided, That it shall be the duty of the surveyor gen- 
eral of California to award each contract to execute said 
surveys to the lowest responsible bidder, he being a practical 
surveyor, after reasonable notice, to be published in two 
newspapers of the largest circulation in the State of Cal- | 
iMornia. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I hope that amendment 
will be adopted. There is no objection to it, l 
believe. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. I wish to make an in- 
quiry of my honorable friend from Arkansas, | 
whether we have adopted the amendment—I be- 
lieve itis his—which makes void the survey at 
any subsequent time, upon proof that the claimant | 

had paid a fee to the surveyor? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. That has been 
adopted. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. I beg the gentleman to 
consider for a moment the consequences and ef- 
fects of that. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. The whole 
amendment has not been adopted—only an amend-_ 

ment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment indicated by the Senator from Kentucky, 
offered by the Senator from Arkansas, has been | 
agreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. As an amend-— 
ment, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. It ought not to be al- 
lowed that the title, at any subsequent time, may 
be vacated. It may have gone into the hands of 
innocent purchasers, Put any punishment you 

lease on the offenders; but do not let it affect the 
and. Do not sow such a seed of discord and of | 
litigation and of uncertainty in land titles. Of 
all things in society that description of property 
ought to be kept as free as possible from all col- 
lateral questions. Let the guilty party be pun- 
ished; but do not let the land be affected with a | 
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| doubt that is to follow it into the hands of inno- 
cent purchasers. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I suggest to the 
Senator from Kentucky that it would be well for 
him, then, to strike out that portion of my amend- 
ment and leave the first part. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Strike out all which 
affects the title. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
to that. It will have to be reconsidered on the 
ground the Senator names. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The change 
can be made by unanimous consent. The Sena- 
tor from Arkansas will make the change. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. It will then 
read: 

Provided, That the surveyor or surveyors hereafter exe- 
cuting any such surveys of private land claims, shall ae- 
company his or their return of such surveys with his or 
their affidavit that no compensation has been received by 
him or them, directly or indirectly, or agreed to be paid to 


or received by him or them for the same, from any quarter 
other than the Government of the United States. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is it the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate that that part of the 
amendment not read shall be stricken out? The 
Chair hears no objection. The question recurs 
on the amendment of the committee as amended. 

Mr. TOOMBS called for the yeas and nays, 


—yeas 25, nays 22; as follows: 


Chandler, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, 
Durkee, Fitch, Foot, Gwin, Hammond, Harlan, Iverson, 
Jones, Mallory, Seward, Simmons, Stuart, Trumbull, 
Wade, and Yulee—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benjamin, Bigler, Brown, Clay, 
Clingman, Davis, Fitzpatrick, Hale, Hayne, Houston, Hun- 
ter, Johnson, of Arkansas, Mason, Pearce, Polk, Pugh, 
Reid, Rice, Slidell, Toombs, and Wright—22. 


So the amendment, as amended, wasagreed to, 
as follows: 


claims in Calitornia, the surveyor general is hereby author- 
ized to pay such sum as he may deem reasonable, accord- 
ing to the circumstances connected with cach case, not 
exceeding at the rate of twenty-five dollars for each mile 
of the boundary lines of any claim, and also for such lines 


cent public surveys: Provided, That the surveyor or sur- 
veyors hereafter executing any such surveys of private land 
claims, shall accompany his or their return of such surveys 


received by them, directly or indirectly, or agreed to be paid 
to or received by him or them for the same, from any quar- 
ter other than the Government of the United States : Pro- 
vided, That it shall be the duty of the surveyor general of 
California to award each contract to execute said surveys 


veyor—aiter reasonable notice to be published in two news- 


Mr. SLIDELL. I ask now for the considera- 
tion of my motion to reconsider the vote upon the 
amendment in regard to the improvement of the 
St. Clair flats. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
question before the Senate. 

Mr. SLIDELL. 


say anything upon the subject of internal im- 





occupy a somewhat peculiar position, having yes- 


IT will assent | 


as may necessarily be run and marked, or measured, in order | 
to connect the lines of such claim with those of the adja- | 


and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted | 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bright, Broderick, Cameron, | 


** For making the surveys of the confirmed private land | 


with his or their aflidavit that no compensation has been | 


It was not my intention to | 


to the lowest responsible bidder—he being a practical sur- | 


provements; and I should not doit now did I not | 


concede that it is within the constitutional power 
of Congress to make appropriations from the pub- 
lic Treasury for objects that are confessedly na- 
tional. The great difficulty with me has always 
been to define the line where these objects cease 
to be national and become local. I considered 
then, and I consider now, the appropriation im- 
mediately in question as of a national character; 
and could [ be assured that the legislation of the 
country in this regard would be confined entirely 
to ee for works of this character, to 
my mind unquestionably national, I should have 
no objection to considering each of them upon its 
merits, and voting proper sums towards their 
completion. But the question now presents itself 
in a very different aspect. 

I object to this appropriation at this time for 
several reasons. I object to it because it is in- 
congruous to the bill. It is out of place; it is in- 
appropriate; it should not be here. A question of 
this kind should be discussed in the Senate, not 
only upon the peculiar merits of the distinct ap- 
propriation, but upon the great principle of pub 
lic policy which it involves, and should not be 
mixed up with other matters which are entirely 
foreign from it. My next objection is, that the 
state of our finances is such that I think we are 
imperatively called upon not to vote for any ap- 
propriations that are not absolutely necessary for 
the proper carrying on of the public service, and 
working the regular machinery of the Govern- 
ment at home and abroad, and providing for the 
national defenses at sea and on shore. My third 
objection—and perhaps it is the most important 
of all; it certainly is in my own mind—is that, 
while I see no reason, as | before stated, to change 
my opinion in regard to the constitutional aspect 
of this question, | have, from experience and ob- 
servation, arrived at the deliberate conclusion that 
the whole system is mischievous; that, however 
national and praiseworthy any particular objects 
may be, it will never obtain the assent of Con- 
gress without some understanding or agreement, 
implied or expressed, that other works of a very 
different character, if not coupled with it in the 
same bill, shall be passed by the same aid. I 
will now say that, entertaining this opinion, if an 
appropriation were introduced to-morrow provid- 
ing any sum of money for deepening the mouths 
of the Mississippi, it would not command my 


| vote; for the reason that I am perfectly persuaded 
that, on account of the constitutional objections 


of a large portion of those Senators with whom f 
am in the habit of acting, and with whom I am 
always proud to act, and the objections of other 


| | D in two news- || Senators who entertain different notions, but who 
papers of the largest circulation of the State of California.”’ | 


would not be willing to vote for what | consider 


| a legitimate appropriation, without connecting it 


| with something exceptionable in itself, it would 


| character. 
clined to think that, on the ground of expediency 


terday changed my vote for the purpose of mov- |, 


ing a reconsideration. There were several rea- 
sons that induced me to take that course. The 


Senate was very thin, and this was a very grave | 


matter—involving serious questions of public pol- 
icy; and it struck me that it was proper a full 
Senate should decide it. That was one reason 
why I changed my vote for the purpose of mov- 
ing a reconsideration. Had it not been for that, 
I should, probably, have allowed this matter to 
ass. 
I will now state very briefly my reasons for 


urging the reconsideration of this vote; and I will | 


premise by saying that I have in no degree | 


changed or modified the opinions upon the con- 


| This is the last chance we have to get t 


be difficult, if not impossible, to confine the ap- 
propriations to improvements ofa strictly national 
Irom these considerations, I am in- 


alone, apart from all constitutional seruples, no 
bill of a similar character wiil hereafter receive 
my support. I shall adhere to this opinion, un- 
less | see very good reasons to change it. Per- 
haps an overflowing Treasury might induce me, 
in some degree to modify it; but, with the views 

I now entertain, I do not consider it probable. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I shall not occupy the time 
of the Senate in discussing this question. I regret 
that the motion to reconsider has been made. I 
think this bill was a very proper place on which 
to put this appropriation. It contains an appro- 
— of $450,000 for the coast survey; $800 ,000 
or the Washington water-works; $300,000 for 
the Charleston custom-house; ,0UU for the 
New Orleans custom-house. I deem it of more 
consequence to provide for this improvement than 
for all the other works for which the bill provides. 
ie appro- 


stitutional question involved that I entertained || priation through at this session, and | hope it wi! 


some two years since, when I had the honor to | 


express them to the Senate on the occasion of the 


veto by the President of the bill for the improve- || 
ment of the mouths of the Mississippi river. 1 || 


e retained in the bill. I ask for the yeas and 


) nays on the motion to reconsider. 


he yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. POLK. | have voted for the improvement 
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of the St. Clair flats; I believe it is a case where | 1855, the total value of the merchandise passing 
it is proper to expend money for such improve- | 
ments, but at the same time I voted against appro- | 


priations for the harbors on the lakes. When the 
question was up on its merits, | bad no doubt 
about it, and voted for it, and when it was first 
offered as an amendment to the appropriation bill, 
my desire to see the work accomplished was great 
enough to overcome my objections to its being 
introduced into an appropriation bill. I have uni- 
formly voted against putting on this bill measures 
which I thought were inappropriate to it. I voted 
to reduce the amount proposed to be appropriated 
for the survey of the Coast; so in the case of the 
Capitol extension; so also, and especially, in the 
ease of the contract for printing the American 


State Papers, which I conceived to be eminently | 


out of place in sucha billas this. I voted against 
them all. Now I shall vote for this reconsidera- 
tion, though I am in favor of the expenditure of 
the money in deepening the St. Clair flats, for the 


reason that it was out of place in this bill, and for | 


the further reason that with the prolongation of 
the session for a week we shall have an opportu- 
nity to pass the measure On its merits as a sepa- 
rate bill, 


Mr.SEWARD. There was, Mr. President, it | 


seems to me, some plausibility and some reason 
in the argument that there was an impropriety in 


placing indiscriminate appropriations, and vague || 


or large appropriauons for internal improvements | 
upon this bill; but I think that objection is en- | 


tirely removed in this case; because what is pro- 
posed as a single work, a necessary work, one 
indispensible to the inland commerce of the coun- 
try, and which is itself the representative of a 
yrinciple which commands the assent of all the 


interests that sustain that commerce. Regarding | 


it of this importance, so far from agreeing with 
the honorable Senator from Missouri that it is 
right to reconsider for the purpose of striking out 
the appropriation, | shall vote against the recon 
sideration; and if it be reconsidered, and this 
amendment be stricken out, I shall then feel it to 
be my duty to vote against the bill, leaving every 
member of the Senate to take his own responsi- 
bility as well in regard to the passage of the bill 
as to the action of Congress on internal improve- 
. 

ments. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays on 
the motion to reconsider, resulted—yeas 31, nays 
25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, Bright, 
Brown, Clay, Clingman, Davis, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Green, 
Hammond, Hayne, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of 
Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Jones, Mason, Pearce, 
Polk, Reid, Rice, Sebastian, Slidell, Thomson of New Jer- 
sey, Toombs, Wright, and Yulee—s1. 

NAYS—Mesasrs. Bell, Broderick, Cameron, Chandler, 
Clark, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, 
Durkee. Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, 


King, Pugh, Seward, Simmons, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, | 


and Wilson—25. 

So the Senate agreed to the reconsideration; 
and the question recurred on the following amend- 
ment of Mr. Cuanpien: 


“And be it further enacted, That 354,037 be appropriated | 
for completing the improvement of the channel over the St. | 


Clair flats in the State of Michigan. 


Mr. CHANDLER called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am very much surprised 
at the course pursued in regard to this proposi- 
tion. It is almostin the language ofa bill which 
passed the last Congress by a two-thirds vote 
over a presidential veto. i 


amount. That was for the commencement of this 
work; this is for its completion, It is supposed 
by some that it is a measure for Michigan. Itis 
no such thing, sir. Michigan has less interest 
in the improvement of the St. Clair flats than al- 
most any other northwestern State. Michigan 
has three parallel lines of railroad running through 
her borders, from iake to lake, on which nearly 
all her commerce passes, and lands below the St. 
Clair flats. This improvement is for the benefit 
of the whole country. Wisconsin hasa thousand 
fold greater intergst in it than Michigan; Hlinois 
has an infinitely greater interest; andeven Indiana 
is more concerned in it than Michigan. 

[ hold in my hand an official document, pub- 
lished by the last Congress—Executive Docu- 
ment No. 36, for the third session of the Thirty- 
Fourth Congress—in which some facts are given 
as to the commerce over the St. Clair flats. In 


It is an appropriation | 
for the same purpose, and of about the same || 


| 
I have never been able to get action on it. There 
| 
1] 


over those flats, according to custom-house sta- 
tistics, was $251,167,705, or $1,092,000 for each 
day during the season of navigation in 1855. A 
very large proportion of this merchandise was 
of the cheaper descriptions, such as lumber, coal, 
and farm products; and it is well known that the’ 
cargoes of those cheap products do not equal the 
value of the hull carrying them, so that the actual 
commerce passing over the St. Clair flats in 1855 
was about $500,000,000, including the value of 
the hull and the cargoes. This vast commerce is 
being obstructed for the want of a little, paltry 
appropriation of $54,037, or less than one fourth 
of one per cent. on the annual commerce that 
yearly passes over those flats. 
Now, sir, shall this litle appropriation, to com- 
plete a great national work, be stricken out for 
| any paltry reason, or because it is not exactly ap- 
| propriate to this bill? What appropriation for 
this Government is more properly in the bill than 
this identical appropriation for the improvement 
of the St. Clair flats? You can vote $450,000 to 
survey the Atlantic coast, and find where there 
are sand-bars to be avoided; but yet, to accom- 
modate the vast commerce on the lakes, you can- 
not appropriate $54,037. I hope Senators will 
review their action in reconsidering this vote, and 
still retain this paltry appropriation in the bill. 
The report to which | have already alluded says: 
** Tt is making no more than a reasonable allowance for 
| the effect of the obstructions to commerce, now existing at 
the St. Clair flats, to say that, had that obstruction not ex- 
isted, the value of the merchandise and produce that would 
have passed in 1855 would have been tully fifty per cent. 
more than it actually was; or that it would have amounted, 
during the navigable season of 1855, to $276.781.558. This 
| would have been an average per day of $1,638,050. 


Thig is more than twenty times the estimate of 
the cost of completing the work. ‘The same ofii- 
cial report says: 

** The increase of the rates of freight, owing to the ob- 
struction as it noW exists, may be estimated at fully fifteen 


> 


per cent., or annually the sum of $2,064,276.” 


This is the actual expense that you put on the 
farmers of the West because you refuse to vote a 

_ paltry appropriation of $54,000 to complete this 
work. I know that much is said as to the con- 

| stitutionality of such appropriations. I should 
like to know in what clause of the Constitauon 
of the United States you find the right to vote 
$800,000 to supply the city of Washington with 
water? That appropriation is in this bili. When 
you find the clause in the Constitution to do that, 
you will find the right also to make this little ap- 
propriation which interests the whole Northwest. 
lf the President has any constitutional scruples 
about signing a billcontaining this appropriation, 
he ean find authority for it in the same clause 
which authorizes you to vote $800,000 for water- 
works for the benefit of a population of sixty 
thousand here in the city of Washington. I 


|| should like to pursue this argument a little fur- 





ther, but I have not the time to do so. 
I have endeavored this winter to pass the St. 
Clair flats bill on its own merits. Five months 
ago, I introduced a bill making a sufficient appro- 
priation to complete the work, and that bill was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. I im- 
mediately went to the Department and obtained 
the maps, charts, surveys, and all necessary esti- 
mates for their information. Those papers lay 
in the hands of the committee more than three 
months without being opened. On the expiration 
of the three ae introduced a resolution in- 
structing the committee to report a bill granting 
| sufficient money to complete the work. That reso- 
lution would have carried in its naked form; but 
an amendment was added which vitiated the 
| whole effect of it. That was lost, and finally the 


independent bill, making an papeeyentian of the 
exact amount required to complete the work; but 


was always something to interfere with the con- | 
sideration of that bill. Now, in the last few days | 
of the session, I asked to have this small appro- | 
priation put on an appropriation bill in a proper | 
1 wantto have | 
I want to see whois | 


way, and it is to be voted down. 
| the yeas and nays upon it. 
| friendly to the great Northwest, and who is not; 


|| for we are about making our last prayer here. 


The time is not far distant when, instead of com- 
| ing here and begging for our rights, we shall ex- 


| committee reported a bill appropriating $23,421 | 
for preserving those works. I then introduced an 





tend our great hands and take the blessing. Ar. 
ter 1860 we shall not be here as beggars, Thope 
my amendment will not be voted down, but wil! 
be reaffirmed. . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Now 
Hampshire, Mr. Crark, has paired off on this 
question with the Senator from Alabama, Mr 
FirzPaTRicK. 

The question being taken by yeas and pn 
resulted—yeas 24, nays 30; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Bell, Broderick, Cameron, Chandler 
Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Dougias, Durke,’ 
Fessenden, Foot, Fosteg, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan,King. Pye’ 
Seward, Simmons, Stuart, ‘Trumbull, Wade, and Wijsoy, 
—24. : 

NAYS—Messrs. A.len, Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, Brigi 
Brown, Clay, Clinginan, Davis, Fitch, Green, Hammond 
Hayne, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas’ 
Johnson of Tennessee, Jones, Mason, Pearce, Polk, Reid’ 
Rice, Sebastian, Slidell, Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs. 
Wright, and Yulee—30. , 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. COLLAMER. I rise to a privileged mo. 

tion. I move to reconsider a vote; I do not wish 

_ the question taken now. Itis on the amendment 
adopted.on the-motion of the Senator from Mas. 
sachusetts, [Mr.Wuxson,] in relation to disburs. 
ing agents. I wish that reconsidered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
will be entered. 

Mr. MASON. I desire to renew an amend- 
ment which was offered in Committee of the 
Whole, but did not then prevail: 

ind be it further enacted, That all diplomatie and sala- 
ried consular officers, Who were appointed under the act 
entitled ** An act to remodel the diplomatic and consular 
systems of the United States,” approved March 1, 1855, 
shall have the same compensation during the time neces. 

| sarily occupied in making the transit to and returning from 
| their respective ports and while they were receiving their 
| instructions, as is provided for diplomatic and salaried con- 
sular officers in the eighth section of the act entitled “ Ay 
act to reguiate the diplomatic and consular systems of the 
| United States,”’ approved August 18, 1856: Provided, That 
| the foregoing shall not be construed to apply to any diplo- 
| matic or consular officer who was in office and at his post of 
duty, when said act approved March 1, 1855, took efiect, 
except to allow compensation to such officers during the 
| time necessarily occupied in returning from their respective 
Osts. 

Mr. HUNTER. I rise to a point of order. 
Does not that give back pay? I think this very 
amendment was ruled out in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. MASON. Itwas offered in committee, and 
rejected by a very close vote. It was not ruled 
out, according to my recollection. The indorse- 
ment will show that it was rejected. 

Mr. IVERSON. The poiot of order was made 
in committee by the Senator from New York, 

| (Mr. Kine,] and overruled by the present oceu- 
| pant of the Chair, (Mr. Srvarrt;] and the question 
recurred on the amendment on the yeas and nays; 
and it was rejected. It is now offered again, and 
of course is in order. It is in order, because it 
makes future legislation. The point of order was 

, overruled. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The recollec- 
tion of the Chair, though it would not be very 
strange ifhe did not recollect distinctly—was, that 
he ruled it in order on the ground that a portion 
of it was prospective, and that it was not divisible. 

Mr. [LVERSON. I offer a substitute for the 
, amendment: 
| ‘That all the diplomatic and salaried consular officers who 
| were appointed under the actentitied * An actto remodel 
| the diplomatic and consular systems of the United States,” 
| approved March 1, 1855, shall have the same compensation 
| during the time necessarily occupied in making the transit 
| to and from their respective posts, and while they were re- 
| ceiving their instructions, as is provided for diplomatic and 
| salaried consular officers in the eighth section of the act eu- 
| titled * An act to regulate the diplomatic and consular 

|| systems of the United States,” approved August 18, 1896: 
|| Provided, That tire above provision shall only apply to such 
diplomatic and consular officers who were appointed, oF 


| who proceeded to the post to which they were appointed, 
after the passage of said act of the 18th of August, 1856. 


Mr. GREEN. I rise to a point of order. If the 
|| amendment undertakes to construe a law differ- 
\| ently from the construction already put on it, it 1s 
legislation; if it does not undertake to do that, then 
it is void, and means nothing. The law now fixes 
their “compensation from the time they assume 
their dutiese 1am not going to say they ought 
to be paid from the time they are appointed and 
are waiting instructions, I will not say it. That 
may be right; but the question I raise is, that the 
| present laW does not do that, and that this pro- 
| poses to change the present law, and apply it 
| to anterior appointments, which makes it amount 
:| in substance to a private bill. 
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Mr. IVERSON. The fact that it legislates, is 
no argument to show that it is out of order. 
Everything in the billlegislates. The proposition 
is to apply the provisions of another law to par- 
ticular officers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks the amendment and substitute are in order. 

Mr. GREEN. I take an appeal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 

is, ** Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
‘udzment of the Senate ?”’ 
Mr. GREEN. On that question I desire to 
make oneremark. [understand thisamendment 
to say that consuls and diplomatic agents shall 
be paid from the date of their appointment, and 
while they are waiting Instructions. 


Mr. IVERSON. 


thing 





Secretary to read it. 
The Secretary read it. 
Mr. GREEN. 

it, with one single exception. It does not date 

from the time of the appointment, but from the 
time they were waiting their instructions. The 
law gives them their pay from the time they as- 
sume their duties. 

The law more than doubled cae compensation. 

In a little bit of a post down in South America, 

which was $4,500, they made it $7,500. In Eng- 

land, which was $9,000, they made it $17,500. 

Mr. MASON. But it took away the outfit and 
infit. 

Mr. GREEN. They took away the outfit and 
infit. Before this law was passed there was an 
outfit of a full salary, and an infit of half a salary. 

Mr. MASON. And took away the allowance 
for clerks. 

Mr.GREEN. It took away no allowance for 
clerks. The allowance for clerks is exactly now 
as it was then. I join issue with the Senator. 
Although it is a very small matter, I join issue, 
for there never was under the law an allowance 
for clerks from the year one in the history of this 
Government down tothisday. Secretaries were 
allowed when they were named as such, but never 
a clerk—never in the history of the Government. 
When you passed this new consular and diplo- 
matic bill, to the consuls you said: ‘* We will 
take away the fees for receiving ships’ papers, 
making clearances, presenting their manifests, 
discharging the vessels, and the reshipping of all 
the cargoes, and so on; we will take away all 
fees, and give you a salary.’’ Consuls are not 
diplomatic agents, and never have any diplomatic 
power except under special instructions. Diplo- 
matic agents had an outfit of a salary, and they 
had an infit of halfa salary. When the new law 
was passed, it more than doubled on the average 
all the salaries, in doing which Congress said: 
“We take away the outfit, we take away the in- 
fit;’’ and the argument made in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and made in the Senate, and sanc- 
tioned by both Houses, was that the whole amount 
of expenditure would be less under the new bill 
than under the old. Very well. Whether that 
argument is right or wrong, I have nothing to 
say aboutit. Here comes a proposition to change 
the law, and say that their compensation shall 
commence froma time at which it would not com- 
mence under the existing law. Although itmay 
be right—and on that it is not my privilege to 


speak, for this is a point of order—if you are giv- | 


ing them that which under the present law they 
are not entitled to, you are making them a gra- 
tuitous compensation, and it is a private claim. 
That is my whole point. I have stated it, and I 
will not extend it. 

Mr. IVERSON. 
utes. 

Mr. BAYARD. Allow me to ask the Senator 
a question; wh«ther the effect of either of these 
amendments is strictly retrospective? It is meant 
to bring persons within the law of 1856, who oth- 
erwise would not be within the law of 1856. 

Mr. IVERSON. ‘To some extent it is retro- 
Spective. I will state the whole case if the Sen- 
ate will listen to me, and [ will not occupy its 
time five minutes, to show that the Senator from 
Missouri is mistaken in the position he takes. 
I ® says that this amendment proposes to give 
Stlaries to diplomatic agents from the time they 


a their appointment. It does no such 
ing. 


I shall not occupy five min- 
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t does not do any such | 


Mr. GREEN. Well, letit be read. lask the | 


It is precisely as I construed | 


There is a vast difference. | 


| Statement first, and when the amendment was 
| read [ changed it, and said ‘rom the time they 
| were waiting instructions. 
Mr. IVERSON. The amendment provides 
no such thing as that. 
| Mr. GREEN. Read it again, Mr. Secretary. 
Mr. IVERSON. I willexplain. 
| Mr.GREEN. 1 want it read, and then you 
| can explain. 
Mr. IVERSON. 
being read. 
The Secretary read the amendment. 
Mr. IVERSON. The actof 1855, commonly 


I have no objection to its 


sixth and seventh sections: 


* Sec.6. That no envoy extraordinary and minister plen- 
ipotentiary, commissioner, secretary of legation, dragoman, 
interpreter, consul, or commefcial agent, who shall, atter 
the 30th day of June next, be appointed to any of the coun- 
tries or places herein named, shall be entitled to compensa- 
tion until he shall have reached his post and entered upon 
his official duties. 

“Sec. 7. That the compensation of every envoy extraor- 
dinary and minister plénipotentiary, commissioner, sec- 
| retary of legation, dragoman, interpreter, consul, and com 
mercial agent, who shall, after the 30th day of June next, 
be appointed to any of the countries or places herein named, 
shall cease on the day that his successor shall enter upon 
the duties of his office.’’ 


There are two provisions which gave compen- 
sation only from the time the minister reached the 
| place of his mission and entered on the discharge 
| of his duties, and the compensation ceased.from 
| the time his successor came and superseded him. 

Now, the act of 1856, which was passed on the 
18th of August, 1856, changes that provision, 
, and the eighth section reads in these words. k 
| reénacts one of the provisions of the act of 1855: 


“That no person appeinted after this act shall take ef- 
feet” — 


It is to take effect on the Ist day of January, 
1857, by another clause. 


—** to any such office as is mentioned in the first, second, 
third, sixth, or seventh sections of this act””— 


Embracing the ministers and consuls. 


| —** shall be entitled to compensation for his services there- 
in, except from the time when he shall reach his post and 
enter upon his official duties, to the time when he shall 
cease to hold such office” — 


Precisely as under the act of 1855; but here 

comes additional legislation: 
—‘‘and for such time as shall be actually and necessarily 
occupied in receiving his instructions, not to exceed thirty 
days, and in making the transit between the place of his 
| residence when appointed, and his post of duty at the com- 
| mencementand termination of the period of his official ser- 
| vice.”? 

That is the law of 1856. Now, according to 
that, a minister is entitled to receive his pay while 
| he is in the city of Washington receiving in- 

structions, provided that time does not exceed 

thirty days, and is entitled to receive his pay 

for the time necessarily occupied in making the 

transit from his own home to the seat of Gov- 
ernment to which he is accredited, and return- 

ing from that country to his home in the United 
| States. That is the law of 1856, but it did not 
take effect until the Ist of January, 1857. The 
case in which I feel a personal interest, and which 
| is embraced in the amendment I have offered to 
| the amendment of the Senator from Virginia, is 
| the case of the Minister at Mexico, Mr. Forsyth. 
| He was appointed in July, 1856, only a few days 
before the passage of the act of 1856. He received 
his appointment at that time. He was directed 


by the President of the United States to come, 


here from his home in Mobile, Alabama, to re- 
| ceive his instructions. He came here, and was 
here at the very time of the passage of the act of 
1856 receiving his instructions. He proceeded to 
| Mexico; at least, he attempted to go, but finding 
no steam conveyance, the steam line being broken 
up between New Orleans and Vera Cruz, he was 
detained until the month of October. Inthe mean 
* time the Government was compelled to send him 
out by a revenue cutter because there was no other 
conveyance. This amendment simply places him 
in the condition of all the diplomatic agents who 
are affected by the act of 1856. It gives him pay 
for the time he was here receiving his instructions, 
not exceeding thirty days, and gives him pay for 
the time he occupied in going to Mexico from his 
home, and will give him pay for the time he will 
occupy in returning to the United States, neither 


a 
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| Mr. GREEN. IT corrected that. I made that | 1856. The act of 1856 limits the pay, and says 


any person appointed under it shall not have any 


called the Perkins consular act, provided, in the 


| of which he will be entitled to under the act of | 


Bn , 


pay except so and so. It is not, therefore, a pri- 
vate claim, because it gives compensation to him 
for the time hereafter to be expended by him in 
returning from Mexico, which, according to the 
law under which he was appointed, he would not 
be entitled to receive. Certainly it is competent 
for the Senate to legislate on that subject, and, as 
the Chair has properly decided, the question is 


| indivisible, and the whole amendment must stand 


or fallas an entirety. There may be some con- 
sular agents affected by this provision; I do not 
know who they are; but theact of 1856 exhibited 
the fact that the Government intended to change 
the act of 1855, and instead of cutting out minis- 
ters from compensation for the time they actually 
spent in going to and returning from the Govern- 
ment to which they were accredited, it intended 
to give them compensation for that time. Is it not 
just that they should have it? Why should they 
be cut out of their salary for the time occupied 
in going to the seat of Government and coming 
back? Why should they be paid nothing for the 
time they were compelled to remain here by di- 
rection of the President in receiving their instruc- 
tions? Is it not just and proper that they should 
all be put on the same footing? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I wish to ask the Senator 
from Georgia whether Mr. Forsyth is the only 
foreign minister who was appointed between the 
two laws? 

Mr. IVERSON. Itis the only case that I know 
of. There may be one or two consuls; but lam 
not aware that there are; and if so, there are only 
one or two, which are unimportant; but I know 
Mr. Forsyth is the only case of a minister. It is 
simply to place him on the same footing, because, 
although he was appointed before the act of 1856, 
he did not go out to Mexico until after the act 
was passed, and after the policy and design of 
Congress as to the compensation was changed. 

Mr. GREEN. This 1s a very plain and simple 
proposition, The equity of the case that the Sen- 
ator from Georgia presents, when he asks the 
question, ** why should he not have as much as 
others ?”’ is not the point before the Senate. The 
point before the Senate is a question of order—is 
itin order?) The Chair says, ** yes.”’ I appeal 
from him, with all due respect, for I have a great 
deal of confidence in the parliamentary skill of the 
present occupant of the Chair; but the very pre- 
sentation of the case, as made by the Senator from 
Georgia, shows it not to be in order. When this 
minister was appointed, the law fixed his com- 
pensation at acertain rate. Afterwards the law 
changed it; but that law did not take effect until 
1857, before which he was a minister. That is 
all true. The proposition now is to make the law 


| of 1857 reach back and apply to his case, because 





the equity of it is just as strong as 

Mr. [VERSON. But it reaches forward. 

Mr. GREEN. Exactly. I understand both 
sides of the qyestion. One is future, and one is 
retrospective, and all that is retrospective is ille- 
gal in its application as a present amendment to 
an appropriation bill. Itis to grant a gratuity. 
Though it may be honorable, fair, just, and proper, 
yet why should you put the Minister to Mexico, 
in granting him what the Government owes him, 
on equity? It will not grant to David Myerle 
what it owes on principles of equity; and if | were 
to propose to amend, by adding to it that bill 
which is here pending for the relief of David 
Myerle, [should get a thousand attacks all round 
the Senate; and yet it is equitable, it is just, it is 
fair. This may be so; but it is a proposition to 
relieve Mr. Forsyth, to give him hat which un- 
der the present law he is not entitled to, to make 
itreach back: to a period at which it would not 
otherwise apply without this law. As such itis 
a private claim. 

So far as the future application of the law is 
concerned. «s to his infit, his return compensation, 
it is a different question. 1 say nothing about 
that. ‘* Sufficient unto the day is the evil there- 
of.” That part of the amendment which is in 
violation of your rules, is in attempting to make 
his compensation commence at a period at which 
it did not commence under the law under which 
he was appointed, and for that very reason I say 
itis illegal, it is out of order, it is a private claim, 
itisagratuity. It may be just, it may be proper, 
but it is in violation of the rule of the Senate. ! 
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will riot say that I will not vote for it if it comes 
as a private claim; but I say that it is an attempt, 
because it connects a thing that is in order with 
one that is not in order, to make them both in 
order, and for that very reason it is out of order, 

Mr. 1VERSON. ‘To show that this has been 
held to be not out of ord: I'y [ will read precisely 
a similar case. In 1855, the Senate had under 
consideration, in Committee of the Whole, the 
bill making appropriations for the civil and dip- 
lomatic expenses of the Government for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1856. ‘To thatan amend- 
mant was offered: 

hat the Secretary of the Treasury pay to M. C. Perry, 
of the United States Navy, the extraordinary expenses in 
curred by him on his recent mission to Japan,” &e. * And 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to pay to 
Robert. Schenk, as minister, full compensation while em 


ploye d as such.”’ 


It also covered Pendleton’s case. That was 
back pay. A point of order was raised there, and 
on the decision of the Senate, it was ruled in, and 
the amendment passed, 

Mr. GREEN. We all know that. 

Mr. BAYARD. I have no doubt there are pre- 
cedents of this kind; but I think the amendment 
is out of order. Suppose it had been proposed 


naming the individual alone who has been men- 
tioned by the honorable Senator from Georgia; 
can there be a doubt that that would be anything 
more than a private claim, whether urged as a 
gratuity, or as appealing to the sense of equity 
and justice of the Senate? [ mean to make no 
objection otherwise than as a question of order. 
If it included only a single individual there could 
not be a doubt: can there be a doubt that itis a 
private claim because it chooses to classify that 
individual with others, and to apply to retrospect- 
ive service a compensation which the parties are 
not entitled to under existing law?) Whether it 
is on the ground of equity or the ground of legal 
right, you say the parties ought to receive this 
because the law was not broad enough to include 
them, and ought to have been broad enough; yet 
it is nothing but doing equity to the parties, and 
itis a private claim. Ifthe rule of the Senate is 
right, you must maintain it altogether; and how- 
ever proper it may be to make this compensation 
in a different form, it is not proper to attach it to 
an appropriation bill. If youadmit itby evasion 
in one case, necessarily it will lead to others; and 
the contrivances of language will enable you to 
have constant debates in order toelude your own 
rule. Repeal the rule, if youchoose; but, if you 
mean to adhere to it, do so in good faith. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If this is to pass, I desire 
to move an amendment, that no foreign minister 
or diplomatic agent who shall have received his 
outfit shall receive the benefit of this provision. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
say to the Senator, that, at this time, the amend- 
ment is notin order; there being an amendment 
to an amendment now pending. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the amendment 
will not prevail; for [ understand it extends to 
those who have received their provision under 
the old compensation act. 

Mr. IIHUNTER. lL hope we shall decide the 
question of order. Itis time we were closing up 
this bill. We are getting on very slowly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. An amend- 
ment is proposed by the Senator from Georgia to 
wovide ** Thatall diplomatic and salaried consu- 
ar officers who were appointed under an act en- 
titled anact,’’&e. The effect of the amendment, 
as it appears on the face of it, is to increase the 
pay of those officers and to ante-date the increase 
of the pay. The Chair decides that that is nota 
private claim within the meaning of the rule. The 
Sevator from Missouri appeals from that decis- 
ion. ‘The question is: * Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate ?”’ 

‘The question bemg put, the decision of the 
Chair was sustained. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Georgia 
to the amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. If we adopt this, we shall 
have to apply the principle to other officers who 
are not allowed to be paid until they get to their 
posts ofduty. That is the case with Indian agents 
and Governors of Territories, and there are many 
other officers who come within this category. 

Mr. IVERSON. They get their salaries from 
the time of appointment. 


‘ 


Mr. HUNTER. Not the Indian agents, l | 


think. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question, |) 


and decided that the amendment to the amend- || 


ment was rejected, 

Mr. [VERSON. I callforadivision. [** Too 
lute.’*] 1 will state that my amendment is better 
than theamendment of the Senator from Virginia, | 


for the reason that it restricts the apomsees of | 


his amendment. My amendment only gives pay | 
to those who have gone out since the passage of | 
the law of 1856. IT hope the Senate will indulge 


me inadivision on my amendment, and then take | 


the question on it instead of the amendment of- 


fered by the Senator from Virginia, from the Com- | 


mittee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
objection, the Chair will divide the Senate on the 
amendment of the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. GREEN. | object. 

Mr. IVERSON. Then I trust we shall adopt 


the amendment as reported by the Senator from || 


Virginia, from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. lask for the yeas and nays. 


If there be no | 
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Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Mallory, Pearce, Po}, 
Pogh, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Thomson of New Jersey’ 
Wright, and Yulee—29. ? 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. An OMission 
has occurred in this bill, and | am instructed by 
the Committee on Public Printing to offer the 
following amendments: ‘ 

For lithographing and engraving ordered by the Senate 
during the present session, the sum of $45,000. F 

For binding documents ordered to be printed by the Sen. 
ate during the present session, the sum of $40,000. 

I will state to the Senate that this subject was 
before the Committee on Finance, and for want of 
any explanations in regard to it, as I understand, 
no appropriation was provided by them. My at. 
tention was called to it this morning, and I sub. 
sequently instituted some inquiries, and in reply 
I have received a letter which I will read to the 
Senate: 


1] OrFice SUPERINTENDENT PrBuiic PRINTING, 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 


taken, resulted—yeas 25, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Bigler, Bright, Broderick, Brown, 
Cameron, Clay, 
Hammond, Llouston, Iverson, Maliory, Mason, Polk, Reid, 
Sebastian, Seward, Simmons, Thomson of New Jersey, 
Wright, and Yulee—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. 
Davis, Durkee, Fessenden, Foster, Green, Harlan, Hayne, 


Allen, Chandler, Clingman, Collamer, | 


Dixon, Douglas. Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Hale, || 


Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee. King, | 


Pearce, Pugh, Stuart, Wade, and Wilson—2l. 

So the amendment was adopted. 
e The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
now is on the motion of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, [Mr. Cottamer,] to reconsider the vote 
adopting the amendment in regard to disbursing 
agents, 

Mr. COLLAMER. I made the motion at the 
suggestion of the honorable Senator from Missis- 
sippl, { Mr. Davis;] but I think that I can explain 
whatitis. The amendment provides that disburs- 
ingagentsshall be dispensed wiffiinacertain way, 
so that superintendents shall disburse the money 


appropriated for the erection of court-houses, cus- || 


tom-houses, and marine hospitals; and then it 
adds, ** and all other public works.’’ These other 
works—the erection of fortifications and barracks, 


the public buildings in this District, &c.—were | 


not intended to be included atall. I desire to have 
it reconsidered for the purpose of striking out the 
words **and all other public.works.”’ Ifthe gen- 
tleman from Mississippi desires more, he can say 
So. 
Mr. DAVIS. I shall be content with that. 
The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 


Mr. COLLAMER. I move to strike out the 
words ** and all other public works.”’ 

Mr. DAVIS. Then how will it read? 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

"Phat the collectors of customsin the several collection 
districts be, and they are hereby and hereafter, required to 
act as disbursing agents forthe payment of all moneys that 
are, or may hereafter be, appropriated for the construction 
of custom houses, court-houses, post offices, marine hos- 
pitals, &c.”’ 

‘The motion to strike out was agreed to; and the 
amendment, as modified, was adopted. 


Mr. SEWARD. I moved, in committee, an 
amendment in regard to the sale of public lands 
in Kansas Territory. I renew it now in the Sen- 
ate; and ask for the yeas and nays on it. It is: 

And be it further enacted, That the public lands in the 
Territory of Kansas shall not be offered at public sale until 
the expiration of one year from and atter the Ist day of 
November next. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HUNTER. Lonly want to remark that it 
oughtto be an object of the Government to put as 
much of their public lands into market as they 
can, in order to meet the wants of the Govern- 
ment for the next fiscal year. 

Mr. DIXON. I have paired off with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia, Mr. Toomss, and ask to be 
excused from voting on this question. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 17, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Broderick, Cameron, Chandler, Colla- 
mer, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Harlan, King, 
Rice, Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, and Wiison—17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard.Benjamin, Bigler, Bright, 
Brown, Clay, Clingman, Davis, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Green, 
Hammond, Hayne, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of 


waretlllnmnsed 





| 
| 


Wasnineron, June 3, 1858, 

Str: 1 learn from the office of the Secretary of the Sen. 
ate that no appropriation exists for engraving and lithograph. 
| ing and for binding of the extra numbers of documents or- 
dered to be printed during the present session of the Senate, 
A very considerable quantity of work has already been 
ordered by the Senate, amounting, for lithographing and 
eugraving, to the sum of about forty thousand dollars, ang 
for binding extra numbers of documents to about twenty 
| thousand dollars. A very considerable amount, [ also un. 

derstand, will be required for binding the reserved docy. 
ments for the present session of the Senate. I would, 
therefore, recommend that appropriations be made as {o}- 
lows, namely: 

For lithographing and engraving ordered by the Senate 
during the present session, the sum of $45,000. 

For binding documents erdered to be printed by the Sen- 


|, ate during the present session, the sum of $40,000. 
The question || 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

GEO. W. BOWMAN, Superintendent. 
Hon. R. W. Jounson, Chairman Committee on Printing, 

United States Senate. 

The first item is about five thousand dollars 
over what has already been ordered, and J pre- 
sume presents a margin that will be entirely filled 
by orders that wil] be made even between now and 
the adjournment. For binding documents ordered 
_ to be printed by the Senate during the present ses- 
sion, the sum of $40,000is needed. About twenty 
thousand dollars of work of this sort has already 
been ordered by the Senate up to the time of this 
| letter, and the binding of the reserved documents 
will amount to about as much more. It is not 
possible that we can do without this appropria- 
tion, unless we mean that the documents which 
have been ordered by Congress shall go without 
binding, and that the documents which require 
illustration shall go without illustrations. With 
this explanation I ask for the adoption of the 
amendments. I have explained them to some 
| members of the Finance Committee, and I believe 
they concur in their necessity. 

The amendments were agreed to. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I havean amendment from the 
Committee on Finance: 

To supply a deficiency in the appropriation for legislative 
and contingent expenses of Washington Territory for the 
fixcal year ending June 30, 1857, the sum of $7,500, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary. 

{ willask that ashort letter I send to the Chair 
may be read. [** No, no.’’] If there is no objec- 
tion, the letter need not be read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WILSON. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to make a change in an amendment 
moved by me, to carry out the amendment pro- 
pened ky the Senator from Vermont, about dis- 

ursing officers, After ‘* public works,”’ the 
words ** herein specified’’ ought to be added. 

There being no objection, the amendment was 
so modified. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I wish to call 
the attention of the Senate to two amendments | 
indicated some time ago, one, striking out $10,000 
| for the improvement of the Mall, and the other, 
| $750,000 for the extension of the wings of the 

Sapitol. I move first to strike out the appropri- 
| ation for the Mall, and I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the proposition. 
| The yeas and nays were ordered. 
| Mr. BROWN. Lam not the author of that. 
| Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. It is an amend- 
| 








ment reported by the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. BROWN. It rather belongs to the Com- 
"mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, I think 
| if there is any provision called for for public build- 
ings and grounds in Washington, this is one, and 
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no one will fail to see it who will look at the 
-osent condition of the Mall. 

Phe question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 13, nays 30; as follows: 

ypAS—Messrs. Bigler, Broderick, Clay, Fitzpatrick, 
Houston, Hunter, iverson, Jolinson of Tennessee, Polk, 
pugii, Reyd, Trumbull, and Wilson-«13. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bell, Benjamin, Bright, Brown, 
Cameron, Clingman, Davis, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Fitch, Foot, Foster, Green, Gwin, Hammond, Hayne, John- 
con of Arkansas, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Rice, Sebastian, 
Seward, Simmons, Stuart, Thomson of New Jersey, Wade 
and Yulee—3v. 


So the amendment was rejected. } 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I move now 
to strike out the appropriation of $750,000 for the 
extension of the Capitol; and I call for the yeas 
and nays. 

Several Senators. Oh, no. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Give usa rec- 
ord, gentlemen; do not be afraid. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Nobody is afraid to vote 
on these things; but they have been voted ona 
thousand times. ‘There are a dozen records. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. A motion has 
not been made to strike it out this session. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. But we have had a hun- 
dred records about it. | 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. It will not |! 
hurt to make another. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. It will consume public | 
tume. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of ae Others have | 
consumed as much public time as [ have. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 3, nays 43; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Johnson of Tennessee, Polk, and Pugh | 


2 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bell, Benjamin, Bigler, | 
Brigit, Broderick, Brown, Cameron, Clay, Clingman, Col- 
lamer, Crittenden, Davis, Durkee, Fessenden, Fitch, Fitz- 
patrick, Foot, Foster, Green, Gwin, Hammond, Harlan, 
Houston, Hunter, Iverson. Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Reid, 
Rice, Sebastian, Seward, Simmons, Slidell, Stuart, Thom- 
son of New Jersey, Trumbull, Wade, Wilson, Wright, and 
Yulee—43. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. YULEE. lIask the Senate to allow the? 
vote to be taken on the amendment I offered with | 
respect to the fees of the Patent Office. I hope | 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance will 
accept it. It has been already read, and I pre- 
sume it will be unnecessary to have it read again. 
lt is understood by Senators. _ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Srvarr.) 
Does any Senator desire the reading of the amend- | 
ment? 

Several Senators. Yes, sir. 

The Secretary read it as follows: Tru 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That so munch of the 
laws now in force as fix the rates of the Patent Office fees 
are hereby repealed, and in their stead the following rates 
are established : On filing each caveat, ten dollars ; on filing | 
each original application for a patent, except for a design, 
twenty dollars ; and on the issuing of the patent, ten dollars 
in addition: on every appeal from the examiners in-chief 
to the Commissioner, twenty dollars ; on every application 
for a patent for a design, fifteen dollars ; on every applica- || 
tion for the reissue of a patent, thirty dollars ; on every ap- || 
plication for the extension of a patent, fifty dollars ; on filing | 
each disclaimer, ten dollars; for all certified copies, fifteen | 
cents per hundred words ; for recording every assignment or | 
other writing, of fhree hundred words or under, one dollar ; 
for recording every assignment or other writing, over three | 
hundred and under one thousand words, two dollars; for 
recording every assignment or other writing, if over one 
thousand words, three dollars ; for copies of drawings, the 
reasonable expense of making the same. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. I will appeal to the Sena- 
tor from Florida to withdraw his amendment. 
We cannot discuss such an amendment as this 
on an appropriation bill. Here isa whole new | 
system for the Patent Office. If the amendment || 
is pressed, it will be but keeping us here uselessly. | | 

Mr. YULEE. The Senator was not present, || 
I suppose, when it was before the Senate ona 
former occasion. I presume there will not be ob- 
jection to it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Everybody is against it. 
We cannot act on it now. | 
__ Mr. YULEE. I will not force it on the Senate || 
if that is the sense of the Senate; I withdraw it. |' 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, | 
and the bill to be read a third time. It was read || 

| 


} 
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the third time. 

Mr. PUGH. I was one of a glorious minority 
of three a while ago; and I am willing to be one 
of another minority; and I call for the yeas and 
nays on the final passage of the bill. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 35, nays 13; as follows: 

YEAS—Meesrs. Allen, Bayard, Bell, Benjamin, Bigter, 
Bright, Broderick, Brown, Clay, Clingman, Davis, Douglas, 
Fessenden, Fitch, Fitzpawick, Foot, Foster, Green, Gwin, 
Hammond, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Kennedy, Mallory, 
Mason, Pearce, Polk, Reid, Rice, Sebastian, Stuart, Thom- 
son of New Jersey, Wright, and Yulee—35. 

NAYS—Messers. Cameron, Chandler, Doolittle, Durkee, 
Hanlin, Harlan, Johnson of Tennessee, King, Pugh, Sew 
ard, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—13. 


So the bill was passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Aten, its Clerk, announced that the 


| House had concurred in the amendments of the 
| Senate to the following bills and joint resolution: 


x 


An act (H. R. No. 152) authorizing the Presi- 


| dent of the United States, in conjunction with the 


State of Texas, to run and mark the boundary 
lines between the Territories of the United States 
and the State of Texas; 

An act (H. R. No. 300) declaring the title to 


land warrants in certain cases; and 


A resolution (H. R. No. 26) authorizing the | 


arrangement and disposal of public buildings in 
the city of Philadelphia. 
The message further announced that the House 


had passed the bill of the Senate (S. No. 297) to i 


extend an act entitled ‘*An act to continue half 
pay to certain widows and orphans,’’ approved 
February 3, 1852. 

Also, that the House had concurred in the Sen- 
ate resolution for the extension of the session, 
with an amendment. “ 

NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. I now move to take up the 
Navy appropriation bill. 

Mr.GREEN. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. HUNTER. I shall not object to that mo- 
tion after we take up the Navy bill, so that we 
may adjourn on it, and thus make it the special 
order for to-morrow. 

Mr. GREEN. There is a great deal of exec- 
utive business that we must transact. 


Mr. HUNTER. Let us take up the appropri- 


ation bill first, and then we can transact that | 
business. F 


The motion of Mr. Hunter was agreed to; and | 


the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, took 
up the bill (ET. R. No. 199) making appropriations 


for the naval service for the year ending the 30th | 


of June, 1859. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
by Mr. Auten, its Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker had signed the following enrolled bills 


and joint resolutions; and they were signed by the | 
|| Vice President: 


Anact confirming locations of land warrants 
under certain circumstances; 

An act for the relicf of the heirs or legal repre- 
sentatives of Richard D. Rowland, deceased, and 


| others; 


A resolution devolving upon the Secretary of 
War the execution of the act of Congress entitled 


An act supplemental to an act therein men- 
| tioned,’’ approved December 22, 1852; 

A resolution for the benefit of the widow of || 
, Commander William Lewis Herndon; 


An act to extend an act entitled ‘‘An act to con- 
tinue half pay to certain widows and orphans,”’ 
approved February 3, 1853; 

An act for the relief of D. O. Dickinson; 


An act for the relief of Samuel W. Turner and 


Alonzo A. Turner; 

An act declaring the titles to land warrants in 
certain cases; 

A joint resolution authorizing the arrangement 
and disposal of public buildings in the city of 
Philadelphia; ind 

An act to continue the pension® heretofore 
granted to Mary C. Hamilton, widow of the late 
Captain Fowler Hamilton, of the United States 
Army. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HUNTER. Now, I will agree to an ex- 
ecutive session. 

Mr. GREEN. I make that metion. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Before that motion is put, 
I hope the honorable Senator will allow me to 


call up the resolution of the Senate fixing the final 
adjournment, which has come back to us from 
the House with an amendment, which ought to 
be disposed of. I simply wish to say 

Mr. HUNTER. We can dispose of that to- 
morrow. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. wish to say but a single 
word. If Thursday is to be fixed as the day of 
adjournment, it may guide usa little in the length 
of time occupied in debating questions by fixing 

}itatonce. Itis very important to have the date 
fixed, so that we may remember it in the discus- 
sion of questions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On a motion 
to go into executive session, debate is not in 
order. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business. 
After some time spent therein, the doors were 

| reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, June 3, 1858. 


The House met at eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 
by Rev. W. H. Cuapman. 
The Journal of yesterday was readand approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the Secre- 
| tary of the Interior, containing estimates of appro- 
| priations for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the 
Pawnees;. which was referred to the Committee 
| of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


TITLE TO LAND WARRANTS. 


Mr. KELSEY. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to take up from the Speaker’s table 
| bill (H. R. No. 300) declaring the title to land 
warrants in certain cases, which has been returned 
| from the Senate with amendments. The amend- 
| ments are merely verbal, except that the Senate 
| have inserted the words * or legatees’’ after the 
| word * heirs;”’ so that a will made by a person 
entitled toa Jand warrant will pass the title to the 
warrant. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest 
that there are three bills on the Speaker’s table 
| returned from the Senate with amendments which 
| can be disposed of in a very few minutes. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I object. 
Mr. KELSEY. 1 move to suspend the rules. 


DELEGATE FROM MINNESOTA. 

The SPEAKER. The motion cannot now be 
entertained, as there is a privileged question pend- 
| ing. ‘The business first in order is the consider- 
| ation of the report of the Committee of Elections, 
on the right of W. W. Kingsbury to a seat, as 
Delegate from the Territory of Minnesota; and 
|| the pending question is the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Keusey] to lay the 
report and resolutions upon the table. 

Mr. KELSEY. I hope the gentleman from 
Mississippi will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I have been en- 
deavoring to get the floor this morning, because 
I wish to present to the House what I think is a 
privileged question, although Iam not familiar 
with the rules of the House. It will take but a 
moment. 

The SPEAKER. The matter now pending 
before the House is a question of privilege, and 
cannot be superseded by another question of privi- 

lege. 
| “Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. This proposition 
would take buta moment. I am not disposed to 
be captious; but | want it to be distinctly under- 
stood thatif 1 cannot have my privileges here, I 
shall interpose objections to everything that comes 
| before the House. 
| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 
| Sissippi is not in order. 
| Mr. KELSEY. I desire to propound a ques- 
' tion to the Chair. I desire to know whether the 
| gentleman who has occupied a seat as Delegate 
|| from the Territory of Minnesota, will retain his 
‘| seat as such Delegate if the resolutions are all laid 
| upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution referring the 
|, subject to the Committee of Elections, provided 
i that the committee be authorized to inquire into, 
| and report upon, the right of W. W. Kingsbury 
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to his seat upon this floor as Delegate from that | 





Mr. MAYNARD. I should -tiie to offer an 


ortion of the Territory of Minnesota outside of | amendment to the resolution under consideration. 


he State limits, and that in the mean time no per- 
son should be entitled to occupy a seat as Dele- 
gate from the said Territory. The Chair is of 
opinion that when the committee submitted a re- 
port to the House the proviso ceased to operate, 
and the Chair, following the precedents, without 
intimating whether the Chair thinks the prece- 


dents right or wrong, would recognize the Dele- | 


gate from Minnesota. 
Mr. CLARK B. COCHRANE, ThenI hope 
the motion to lay on the table will be withdrawn. 
Mr. KELSEY. 
the Chair, I desire to withdraw the motion to lay 


Under that intimation from | 


on the table, and demand the previous question, | 


which, I suppose, would bring us to vote first on 


the proposition of the gentleman from Indiana, | 


|Mr. Hueues,] then on the proposition of the mi- 


nority of the committee, and then on the resolu- | 


tion of the majority. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I renew the motion 
to lay the whole subject upon the table. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Do I understand 
the Chair to say that if the report and resolutions 
are laid upon the table, the Delegate from that 
country out there, who recently represented the 
‘Territory of Minnesota, will be entitled to a seat 
upon this floor? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would recognize 
him. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Believing that 
there is no Territory ‘here which can be properly 
represented in this House, | hope the resolutions 
will not be laid on the table. 

Mr. CURTIS. If we lay this subject upon the 
table, will the Chair recognize Mr. Kingsbury as 
Delegate any longer than this session? “ 

The SPEAKER. Following the precedents 
upon the subject, the Chair will be under the ne- 
cessity of recognizing him ull the close of this 
Congress. 

Mr. MAYNARD. What will be the effect, if 


the subject is not laid on the table, but the reso- 


lutions of the majority and minority are voted | 


down? 

The SPEAKER. 
still before the House, and it will be competent 
to offer any resolution disposing of the subject. 


That will leave the report | 


Mr. MAYNARD. Inthatcase would the Chair | 


still recognize the Delegate? 

The SPEAKER. He would; because the ac- 
tion of the House upon the subject would be neg- 
ative, and he would be compelled to follow the 
precedents upon the subject. 

Mr. CLARK B. COCHRANE. Would the 


Chair regard the action of the House, laying this 


subject on the table as equivalent to declaring that | 
Mr. Kingsbury was entitled to a seat? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has already stated 
what would be his ruling in that contingency. 


Mr. CLARK B. COCHRANE. Has the pre- | 


vious question been called? 
The SPEAKER. It has; but the first question 
is on the motion of the gentleman from New York 


[Mr. Jonn Cocurane] to lay the whole subject | 


on the table. 

Mr. CLARK B. COCHRANE, 
motion wiil not prevail. 

The SPEAKER. There are two motions pend- 
ing, neither of which is debatable. The Chair 
cannot indulge the discussion any longer. 

Mr. LETCHER. Was the amendment offéred | 
by the gentleman from New York received ? 


The SPEAKER. It was. 
Mr. LETCHER. Is it still pending? 
The SPEAKER. Itis. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. I hope the gentle- 
man from New York will withdraw the motion 
to lay on the table. I think the House ought to 
decide this matter one way or the other. 

Mr. STANTON. I understand the Speaker 
to say, that if the subject should be laid on the 
table he would recognize the Territory of Min- 


I hope that | 





nesota as an existing territorial organization, enti- 
led to a Delegate, and that he will treat the sitting 
Delegate as the Delegate for this Congress. That 
is all I desire to accomplish. I do not care which 

entieman sits here as Delegate, and I hope, there- 
ore, that the report will be laid on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was not agreed 
to. 

The question then recurred on seconding the 
demand for the previous question. 


The SPEAKER. An amendment would not 
be in order while the demand for the previous 
question is pending. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Ilinois. Ido not desire to 
occupy many minutes in discussing this question. 
The report of the committee presents nearly all I 
desire to say in respect to the right of Mr. Kings- 
bury to a seat upon this floor as Delegate. I only 
desire to make a remark in reply to some of the 
views presented yesterday. They were rather 
statements than arguments. In the first place it 
is contended by some gentlemen that the admis- 
sion of a State formed out of a part of a Territory, 
abrogates or repeals the law organizing the Ter- 
ritory. Such has not been the practice under this 
Government heretofore. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I should like to 
inquire of the gentleman from Illinois, whether 
the gentleman now claiming a seat lives withia 
the Territory which he now proposes to represent? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Hlinois. I have already re 
plied to that question once; but I will answer 
again that | do not know and do not care whether 
he lives there or not—all I know is, that Mr. 
Kingsbury represents upon this floor, and has 
from the commencement of this session, the Ter- 
ritory of Minnesota; that the Territory of Min- 
nesota does still exist; that it is so recognized by 
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| the Executive, and so recognized by the prece- | 
| dents which have been settled by this House, and 


igis not now questionable whether we can annul 


it by withdrawing the Delegate from this floor. | 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
man from Illinois does not answer the question 
as propounded by the honorable gentleman from 
Tennessee. I understood, in the course of certain 

/ statements made yesterday, that neither of the 
gentlemen now claiming seats as the representa- 
tives of that part of the Territory of Mmnesota, 
outside the State limits, has resided in that part 
of the Territory. If 1 am misinformed on this 
subject, I shall be glad to be corrected by any 
centieman now present. I see one gentleman from 


Minnesota [Mr, Cavanaveu] in his seat, and | 


perhaps he can give us information on the sub- 
ect. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. 
whole inquiry in its length and breadth, 


At the 


I can meet the | 


The honorable gentle- | 


time the Delegate from Minnesota came here there | 
was no State of Minnesota, and a residence in any | 
part of the Territory was sufficient. The admis- | 


sion of a State formed out of a part of what then 


constituted the ‘Territory of Minnesota, leaves it, | 
in my opinion, a matter of election of the parties to | 


recognize their residence in whatsoever part they 
please. Such has been the precedent heretofore 


in similar cases. | think the precedent is a correct | 


one. It does not matter whether the parties lived 
_ inside of whatis now the Territory of Minnesota, 
or in what was the Territory of Minnesota when 
they were elected. They were elected by the peo- 


ple of the whole Territory; they have the right to | 


represent the people of the whole Territory, and 


the right to represent the people of each part of || 


the Territory; and so long asa part of the Ter- | 
| ritory exists in its territorial condition, under the | 


act organizing that Territory, it is entitled to be 
heard in this House by a Delegate here. There 


is nothing in the law creating the Territory, or | 


in any law that I have seen which requires thata 


Delegate should be a resident of the Territory | 


egate in Congress. 
existed by analogy supposed to exist between the 


requirements in respect to a Territory and those | 
But, sir, there is no reason for such 


of a State. 


from which he comes, ‘The law simply provides | 
that the Territory shall be entitled to have a Del- | 
Such an opinion may have | 


analogy, and such a requirement has never been | 


made by any law of Congress. 


It would not be | 


competent,in my opinion, for the House to un- | 


dertake to put such a construction upon the Jaw. 

Mr. LETCETER. I know nothing about the 

facts in the case; but I desire to know whether an 

_ election was ever held in the Territory outside of 
the State limits for a Delegate to Congress? 

| Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. I will reply to the 


gentleman that an election was held on the 13th | 
of October last, a day fixed by law for the elec- | 
tion of a Delegate to this House from the whole | 


Territory. 





June 8, 


———————————————_—— 
| Mr. LETCHER. That was under the Ter. 
ritory of Minnesota, as it then existed. 





Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. 
rial law of Minnesota. 

Mr. LETCHER. And, under that law, the 
people outside held that election for member of 
Congress. . 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. The people outside 
voted for a Delegate to Congress; and they voted 
outside, as well as inside, the State limits. 

Mr. LETCHER. What was the state of the 
vote as between the two? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Hlinois. It is not given jn 
its aggregate. ‘The certificate of the Secretary of 
the Territory, which was read yesterday, shows 
that the vote was two hundred for Mr. Kings. 
bury; and there isa written statement of another 
officer of the Territory, who resided on the Mis. 
souri river, outside of the State limits, showing 
that Mr. Kingsbury received the entire vote of 
the precinct where he voted, 

Mr. LETCHER. Was that in Dacotah or 
Minnesota? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. It was in Minne- 
sota. We do-not know such a Territory as the 
Territory of Dacotah. It was outside the State 
ae of Minnesota, and in what is called Daco- 
tah. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Did not the 
other party receive votes outside of the Territory; 
and a larger number than Mr. Kingsbury ? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. It is stated that Mr, 
Fuller did receive votes dtitside of thé Territory, 
The number of votes he received I do not know; 
nor can it be said by any one upon this floor, so 
faras I know, that Mr. Fuller received more than 
Mr. Kingsbury, or Mr. Kingsbury more than Mr, 
Fuller. The votes which were cast for Mr. Kinys- 
bury were cast in conformity with law, before the 
proper officers authorized to receive them, and to 
make the returns. They did make the returns to 
the proper officer. They were canvassed by the 
Governor, the Secretary of the Territory, and the 
officers appointed to canvass the votes. The re- 
turns were made; and Mr. Kingsbury was de- 
clared the Delegate from the Territory. He came 
here under the operation of that law, and the result 
of the election, and occupied a seat without ques- 
tion until the admission of the State. It is en- 
tirely unnecessary to inquire into the number of 
votes Mr. Fuller received, because he received no 
votes cast in conformity with any existing law. 
There is no certificate from the functionary au- 
thorized to send certificates of election to this 
House that he ever received a vote. A paper was 
read here yesterday purporting to be from the 
President of the Board of County Commissioners 
of Midway county, Dacotah Territory, stating 
that Mr. Fuller had received a certain number of 
votes. It was verified by a seal of Dacotah Ter- 
ritory, or a picture representing it. There is no 
such Territory as Dacotah Territory; and the very 
fact that these officers, who assume to be return- 
ing officers, attached to their seal a territorial des- 


Under the territo. 


F 


|| ignation, which does not exist by law, unknown 





to law, is a piece of presumption and a piece of 
impertinence which ought not to be recognized for 
amoment. There is no such Territory as Daco- 
tah; and it is time enough to receive certificates 
from officers of the Territory of Dacotah, when 
such Territory is organized. 

Mr. WILSON made a remark here which was 
not heard at the reporters’ desk. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Ilinois. Whatever officers 
there are outside of the present State of Minne- 
sota hold their offices by the appointment of Gov- 
ernor Medary,.as the Govetnor of the Territory; 
all the justices of the peace, all the executive offi- 
cers, except, perhaps, in this county of Midway 
where there may have been an election for offi- 
cers. 1 do not know how that is; it is a matter 
of no sort of consequence. They seem there to 
have gotten up, for their own uses and purposes, 
a ‘Territory which they call the Territory of Da- 
cotah, and they want us to recognize it, when, In 
| fact, the law recognizes the Tervitory of Minne- 

sota, extending over and operating upon that ok 
Territory. I prefer to follow the directions whic 
the law gives, and to recognize the Delegate who 
came here through the forms of law to taking 
any Delegate who comes here with such papers 
as are presented by Mr. Fuller. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
me that this question lies in a nutshell. 
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1858. 
simply to inquire whether there is now existing | 
the Territory of Minnesota. Ifthe Territory of | 
Minnesota is not in existence, if it was absorbed 
or destroyed by the admission of the State of 
Minnesota, then there is no Delegate here; but if 
there is such a Territory now in existence, then 
there is a Delegate from that Territory, and it is 
the Delegate who was originally elected. ‘If the 
Territory was destroyed, then there is no territo- 
rial organization; and upon the precedents in the 
ease of Carr, who came from New Mexico in 
1848; in the case of Babbet, who came from Utah, 
in 1848; and in the case of the Delegate who came 
from Kansas before it was organized; there is no | 
Delegate here. | 
Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. My friend from | 
Maine says that this matter is ina nutshell. It 
isa very large nut, according to his statement. 
The gentleman has presented the case strongly. 
| presented the case in that way yesterday, and | 
it was only in view of the point that because Mr. | 
Fuller received a certain number of votes of the | 
people residing there, he ought to be received 
rather than Mr. Kingsbury, who is the legally- 
elected Delegate of the Territory, that I have said 
what | have. If there is a Territory of Minne- 
sota in existence, (and that there is, the law de- 
clares,) then Mr. Kingsbury is the Delegate prop- 
erly elected from that Territory, and entitled to 
a seat here. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Here is the act || ( 
| seat on the floor of the House, showing that the 


organizing the Territory of Minnesota, which de- 
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must repeal your law by the same power which 


* . . i 
| enacted it, or it still stands upon your statute- | 
| book. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If the gentleman | 
| will permit me: I think the reverse has been the 
history of the action of Congress on that subject. 
The Northwest Territory was formed of all the 
territory of the United States northwest of the 
Ohio river. When Ohio was about to be admit- 
ted asa State, the Territory of Indiana was or- 
ganized by act of Congress. Subsequently, the 
Territory of Illinois was organized; subsequently 
that of Michigan, and subsequently that of Wis- 
consin; and finally, the remaining Taotion of that 
Territory was included within the Territory of | 
lowa. If f am rightin my recollection of it, Con- | 
gress never, on the admission of a Territory as a | 
State, recognized, in the Northwest Territory, | 
| a Territory under the organization under which a 
portion had been admitted as a State. 


| 


| partly right, and partly wrong. He is right in 
| Saying that ‘Territories were organized by law 
_ after the admission of the States respectively; but 
he is wrong in saying that the original Territory 
in existence was abrogated by the admission of a 


|| State. I stated yesterday, in my argument, the 


| fact that the Delegate from the Territory north- 
west of the Ohio, who was elected after the admis- 
sion of the State of Ohio, from the Territory west 
of the Ohio river, was received, and admitted toa 


clares that, || House had recognized the existence of the Ter- 
“From and after the passage of this act all that part of || ritory northwest of the Ohio river as entitled to a 
the territory of the United States which lies within the fol- || Delegate. I stated also yesterday the fact that 


lowing limits, to wit,’? &c. 


the territorial officers of the Territory of Minne- 


| 
It goes on to give the boundaries of what shall || sota were continued, and a Delegate, elected after 


constitute the Territory of Minnesota. Now, 
you have admitted asa State nearly all of this 
Territory, and the law says that it shall require 
all of it to constitute the Territory of Minnesota. 
Can a Territory exist there when you have ad- 
mitted as a State that which the law requires shall 
constitute the Territory? I take it that there is 
no Territory, and nobody entitled as Delegate to 
a seat here. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. If Congress creates 
a Territory of one hundred thousand square miles | 
area, and subsequently makes a State out of twen- 
ty-five thousand square miles of it, leaving seven- | 
ty-five thousand square miles of the original area 
outside of the portion admitted into the Union, 
with a population scattered over it, and with the 


existing institutions of counties and towns, Lask || 


if it is legal, if it is consistent, to hold that the 
admission of the one fourth abrogates and nulli- 
fies the laws as tothe other three fourths, and | 
deprives the people of their right to have repre- | 
sented here, by a Delegate, the importantinterests | 


connected with the public lands, with their inter- | 
course with the Indian tribes, and with everything | 
that would render life desirable? And to do that, || 


too, by the merest, wildest implication in the 


world! Not a word in the act contemplates such | 


athing. The precedents from the beginning of 
the Government down do not sanction such a 


thing, and the House certainly ought not to sanc- | 


tion it now. 


Mr. CLARK B. COCHRANE. I desire to | 
ask the gentleman whether, if he were right, it | 


would not follow, as a necessary, legal, logical 
conclusion, that all the Federal officers of the Ter- 


ritory of Minnesota might go back to the wilder- || 


hess, organize anew Government, and hold their 
respective offices? 


Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. The gentleman 


begs the Question. He proposes to ask if officers 
could not move back and organize a Territory, | 


while the Territory is already organized under the 


law. The officers have been heretofore recog- || 


nized as being in office. It was so in the case of 
Minnesota, after the admission of Wisconsin. 
lt was so in the case of the Northwest Terri- 
tory, after the admission of Ohio. The Territory 
was recognized as in existence, after the admis- 
sion of a State formed out of part. 

Now, as to the inquiry propounded by the 


gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones.] He | 


undertakes to draw a distinction as to the area of 
the Territory that may be included in the State. 
That does not affect the principle. If the admis- 
sion of one fourth or one tenth does not annul the 
law and destroy the existence of a Territory, then 
the admission of nine tenths does not do it. You 


| the admission of the State of Wisconsin, was ad- 


| mitted to a seat in the House. Judicial officers | 
have been uniformly continued in office. All the 


laws passed by the Territory have continued in 
full force over all parts of the Territory, after the 
admission of the State. There is not a solitary 
departure from that principle—not one. Then, 
sir, under the provision of law, under the uniform 
practice of the House, I claim that the committee 
are right in their conclusions—that the Territory 
of Minnesota does exist; that it isgentitled to a 
Delegate under the law creating it; that the Del- 


| and that he ought not to be ousted from it. This, 
Mr. Speaker, 1s all I desire to say on the subject. 
| And now let the House take action upon it. 


ment to the amendment, as follows: 


| Strike outall after the word “ that?’ in the amendment, 
and insert as follows: 

—the admission of the State of Minnesota into the Union 
with the boundaries prescribed in the act of admission op- 
erates as a dissolution of the territorial organization of Min- 
nesota ; and that so much of the late Territory of Minnesota 
as lies without the limits of the present State of Minnesota, 
is without any distinct, legally-organized government, and 
the people thereof are not entitled to a Delegate in Congress 
until that right is conterred upon them by statute. 


| 


|| ‘The yeasand nays were demanded and ordered. 
|| The question’ was taken; and it was decided in 


|, the affirmative—yeas 102, nays 80; as follows: 
YEAS — Messrs. Abbott, Adrain, Anderson, Atkins, 
Avery, Barksdale, Billinghurst, Bishop, Blair, Bocock, Bon- 
ham, Branch, Brayton, Buffinton, Burnett, Caskie, Chaf- 
fee, Ezra Clark, John B. Ciark, Clay, Clemens, Cobb, Clark 
B. Cochrane, Comins, Corning, James Craig, Crawford, 


of lowa, Dean, Dick, Dowdell, Durfee, Edie, Edmund- 
son, Custis, Gartrell, Gilmer, Goode, Gregg, Robert B. 
Hall, Harlan, Hill, Houston, Howard, Hughes, Huyler, 


Kelsey, Knapp, Jacob M. Kunkel, Leiter, Letcher, Maclay, 
McQueen, Maynard, Miller, Millson, Mott, Murray, Nicli- 
ols, Parker, Pettit, Peyton, John 8S. Phelps, Pike, Potter, 
Pottle, Purviance, Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, Robbins, Ruffin, 
|| Sandidge, Savage, Scales, Seward, Henry M. Shaw, Short- 
er, Singicton, William Smith, Spinner, Stallworth, William 
| Stewart, Tappan, Thayer, Thompson, Trippe, Underwood, 


102. 


| Bowie, Burlingame, Burns, Case, Cavanaugh, John Coch- 
rane, Cockerill, Colfax, Cox,Cragin,Curtis, Davidson, Davis 
of Maryland, Davis of Indiana, Dawes, Dimmick, Dodd, 
| English, Farnsworth, Faulkner, Fenton, Florence, Foley, 
Foster, Gillis, Gilman, Gooch, Granger, Groesbeck, Grow, 


Hoard, Horton, Kellogg, Kelly, Lovejoy, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, Matteson, Morgan, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac 
N. Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Niblack, Palmer, Pendle- 
ton, William W. Phelps, Phillips, Quitman, Reagan, Reilly, 
Royce, Russell, Scott, Searing, Aaron Shaw, John_Sher- 
man, Robert Smith, Stanton, Stephens, Stevenson, Talbot, 
Tompkins, Vallandigham, Walbridge, Waldron, Walton, 


| Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. ‘The gentleman is | 


egate has been already admitted to his seat here, || 


The question was firston Mr. Hucues’s amend- | 


Curry, Davis of Mississip;i, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis | 


Jackson, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Owen Jones, | 


Wade, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Eliihu B. Washburne, | 
Whiteley, Woodson, Wortendyke, and John V. Wright— | 


NAYS—Messrs. Alil, Andrews, Arnold, Bingham, Bliss, | 


Lawrence W. Hail, Thomas L. Harris, Hatch, Hawkins, |! 
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_ eae 





| Israel Washburn, White, Wilson, Wood, aud Augustus R. 
| Wrighi—20. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Pending the vote, 

Mr. BARKSDALE stated that Mr. Hopkins 
was absent on business, et the request of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. JEWETT stated that if he had been in 
when his name was called, he would have voted 
“* no.” 

Mr. HUGHES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to; and also moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The question then recurred on substituting the 
amendment, as amended, for the original propo- 
sition; and it was agreed to. 

The oe recurred on the proposition as 
amended. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. I move to lay the 
whole subject on the table; and on that I ask the 
yeas and nays. I| think this is a perfect mon- 
strosity, and against the whole practice of the 
Government. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask what 
would be the effect of that motion? If it were 
carried, would it allow the Delegate from Minne- 
sota a seat here? 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
it would. 

Mr. LETCHER. Would the Chair still ree- 
ognize the gentleman claiming to be the Delegate ? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair would do so. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then I hope it will not be 
laid on the table. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I object to debate. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 53, nays 128; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. All, Andrews, Arnold, Bishop, Bliss, 
Boyce, Burlingame, Cavanaugh, Johu Cochrane, Cockerill, 
Cox, Curtis, Davidson, Davis of Indiana, Dimmick, Dodd, 
English, Eusus, Florenee, Foley, Gillis, Granger, Groes- 
beck, Grow, Thomas L. Harris, Hawkins, Huyler, Kellogg, 
Kelly, Landy, Lovejoy, Morgan, Niblack, Pendleton, Wil- 
liam W. Phelps, Phillips, Reagan, Reilly, Royce, Russell, 
Aaron Shaw, Jolin Sherman, Robert Smith, Stanton, Ste- 
phens, Stevenson, Taibot, Vallandigham, Walbridge, Wal- 
dron, Israel] Washburn, White, and Wood—53. 

NAYS — Messrs. Abbott, Adrain, Anderson, Atkins, 
Avery, Barksdale, Billinghurst, Bingham, Blair, Bocock, 
Bonham, Bowie, Branch, Brayton, Buffinton, Burnett, 
Case, Caskie, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Horace F. Clark, John 
B. Clark, Clawson, Clay, Clemens, Cobb, Clark B. Coch- 
rane, Colfax, Comins, James Craig, Crawford, Curry, Davis 
of Maryland, Davis of Mississippi, Davis of Massachusetts, 
Davis of lowa, Dean, Dick, Dowdell, Durtee, Edmundson, 

Farnsworth, Fenton, Foster, Garnett, Gartrell, Gilman, Gil- 
mer, Gooch, Goode, Goodwin, Gregg, Robert B. Hall, Har- 
lan, Hatch, Hill, Hoard, Horton, Houston, Howard, Hughes, 
Jackson, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Owen 
| Jones, Keitt, Kelsey, Kilgore, Knapp, Jacob M. Kunkel, 
| John ©. Kunkel, Leiter, Letcher, Maclay, McQueen, Ma- 
son, Matteson, Maynard, Miller, Millson, Moore, Morrill, 
Sdward Joy Morris, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Palmer, Parker, 
Pettit, Peyton, John 8. Phelps, Pike, Potter, Purviance, 
Quitinan, Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, Robbins, Ruffin, San- 
didge, Savage, Scales, Seward, Henry M. Shaw, Shorter, 
Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Spinner, Wil- 
liam Stewart, George Taylor, Miles Taylor, Thayer, Thomp- 
| son, Tompkins, Trippe, Underwood, Wade, Walton, Cad - 
walader C. Washburn, Ellibu B. Washburne, Whiteley, 
Wilson, Woodson, Wortendyke, and John V. Wright—128. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 
|| The original resolution, as amended, was then 
|| adopted. 
| Mr. HUGHES moved to reconsider the vote 
|| by which the resolution was adopted; and also 
| moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
| table. 5 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


i} 
| MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


|| A message was received from the Senate, by 
{| Mr. Assury Dicks, their Secretary, informing 
|| the House that the Senate had passed a resolution 
| (S. No. 50) authorizing the President to desig- 
nate a site for the equestrian statue of Washing- 
|| ton and for other purposes, in which he was di- 
| 

| 





rected to ask the concurrence of the House. 

| Also, that the Senate has passed, without 
amendment, a bill of the House (No. 446) for the 

| relief of D. O. Dickinson. 

Also, that the Senate had disagreed to the 

| amendments of this House to the bill of the Sen- 

| tae (No. 227) authorizing the organization of a 

| fire department in the District of Columbia. | 
Also, that the Senate had adopted a resolution 

changing the day of the adjournment of Con- 

| gress. 





| 
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ENROLLED BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as truly enrolled the following bills 
and resolutions; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 


An act confirming the location of land war- 


rants under certain circumstances; 

An act for the relief of the heirs or legal repre- 
sentatives of Richard D. Rowland; 

A resolution devolving upon the Secretary of 
War the execution of the act of Congress en- 
titled “An act supplemental to an act therein 
mentioned,’’ approved December 22, 1854; and 

A resolution for the benefit of the widow of 
Commander William Lewis Herndon, United 
States Navy. 

OUTRAGES ON AMERICAN VESSELS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I ask the unan- 


imous consent of the House to introduce the fol- | 


lowing resolution for reference to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs: 
Whereas, visitation of American merchantmen is now 


being exercised in the waters of the Gulf of Mexico and in | 


the ports of Cuba, by British war steamers, in direct viola- 


lion of international law, in the course of which tawless || 


conduct an American citizen has been killed: Therefore, 

Be i! resolved hy the Senate and House of Representatives 
ofthe United States of Americain Congress assembled, That 
the President be, and he is hereby, required to give instruc- 
tions to our Navy to arrest all offending vessels until ample 
and full reparation is made by the British Government for 


the outrages committed, and guarantee is given for future | 


exemption from Visitation, 

Mr. CLAY. } 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs have this sub- 
ject now before them. In respect to the tele- 
yraphic dispateh received this morning and pub- 
lished in the morning papers, the committee are 
now obtaining information from the Department, 
and expect to make areport upon the subject-——— 

Mr. CLEMENS, Debate is not in order, and 
] object to it. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. 


of the preamble in his resolution which assumes 
the fact of the murder of an American citizen. I 
think that is assuming too much. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I will strike that 
out. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Hlinois. The telegraphic 
dispatch published in the morning papers is from 
the interior of the country, and is not reliable. 

Mr. SICKLES. I object to the resolution, on 
the ground that we have no oflicial information 
before us. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I move to sus- 
pend the rules, to enable me to introduce the res- 
olution, in order that it may be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. SICKLES. Do I understand the gentle- 
man from Mississippi to have modified his reso- 
lution, by omitting that portion of it which as- 
sumes the murder of an American citizen ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. SICKLES. 1 should like to have the res- 
lutions, as modified, read. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I hope there will be no 
objection to the reception of the resolution. I un- 
derstand that the object of my colleague is merely 
to have it referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

The resolution, as modified, was read. 

Mr. GROW. I object. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 
pend the rules. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I demand the yeas and nays 
on that motion. I wanta record on this question. 

Mr. KEITT. | wish to inquire of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi whether, if that resoluuon 
is introduced, itis his intention to have it referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs or to have it 
pul upon its passage ? ! 
passage, I shall certainly vote against its admis- 
Bion, 

_The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi stated that he wished to introduce the 
resolution for reference only. 


I move to sus- 


I desire merely to observe that | 


I hope the gentle- | 
man from Mississippi will strike out that portion | 


| 
| 


If it is to be put upon its | 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I wish to say that I would 


vote for mt, if it was upon its passage. 

Several Mempers. And so would I. 

Mr, KEITT. | would not. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 1 only desire to 
have it referred to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
tairs. 

The yeas and nays were orllered. 


|| Mr. Aspury Dicxws, its Secretary, asking the 


(is 


‘ 


' renee W. Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Thomas L. Harris, | 


| ing that the gesolution was to be referred to the | 
| Committee on Foreign Affairs. | 
} 
! 
| 
' 


_and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
|, upon the table. 


een eeliliae rena 


| tucky asks the unanimous consent of the House 
to make a personal explanation. 
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154, nays 43; as follows: 


YEAS—Mesers. Abbott, Adrain, Ahl, Anderson, An- 
drews, Arnold, Atkins, Avery, Barksdale, Bishop, Blair, | 
Bocock, Bonham, Bowie, Branch, Burlingame, Burnett, 
Burns, Case, Caskie, Cavanaugh, Horace F. Clark, John |} 
B. Clark, Clay, Clemens, Cobb, Clark B. Cochrane, John | 

i 
| 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 


Cochrane, Cockerill, Colfax, Corning, Cox, Cragin, James 
Craig, Crawtord, Curry, Curtis, Davidson, Davis of Indi- 
ana, Davis of Mississippi, Davis of Massachusetts, Dick, 
Dimmick, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Eustis, || 
Faulkner, Florence, Foley, Foster, Garnett, Gartrell, Gillis, 
Gilmer. Gooch, Goode, Goodwin, Gregg, Groesbeck, Law- 


Haskin, Hawkins, Hill, Hoard, Houston, Hughes, Huyler, 
Jackson, Jenkins, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Owen Jones, Keitt, Kellogg, Kelsey, Jacob M. Kun- 
kel, Lamar, Landy, Leidy, Leiter, Letcher, Maclay, Mc- 
Queen, Humphrey Marshall, Mason, Maynard, Miles, Mil- 
ler, Miilson, Moore, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. | 
Morris, Murray, Niblack, Nichols, Palmer, Pendleton, 
Pettit, Peyton, John 8. Phelps, Phillips, Pottle, Quitman, 
Ready, Reagan, Reilly, Ricaud, Ritchie, Royce, Ruffin, Rus- 
sell, Sandidge, Savage, Scales, Scott, Seward, Aaron Shaw, | 
John Sherman, Sickles, Singleton, Robert Smith, Samuel || 
A. Smith, William Smith, Stallworth, Stanton, Stephens, || 
James A. Stewart, Talbot, George Taylor, Miles Taylor, 
Tompkins, Trippe, Underwood, Vallandigham, Waldron, 
Watton, Cadwalader C. Washburn. Ellibu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, White, Wilson, Winslow, Wood, Wood 
son, Wortendyke, Augustus R. Wright, John V. Wright, | 
and Zollicoffer—154. 

NAYS — Messrs. Bingham, Bliss, Brayton, Buffinton, 
Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Comins, Davis of Maryland, | 
Davis of lowa, Dawes, Dean, Dodd, Durfee, Farnsworth, | 
Fenton, Gilman, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, 
Horton, Howard, Kilgore, Knapp, John C. Kunkel, Love- | 
joy, Matteson, Morgau, Freeman H. Morse, Mott, Parker, | 
Pike, Potter, Purviance, Robbins, Spinner, William Stew- 
art, Tappan, Thayer, Thompson, Wade, and Walbridge— 
43 


| 
| 


So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules 
were suspended, and the resolution was received. 
Juring the call of the roll, 
Mr. SHAW, of North Carolina, stated that if | 
he had been within the bar when his name was || 
called, he should have voted ** ay.”’ 

Mr. SAVAGE stated that if he thought his 
vote would be construed as an approval of the 
resolution as drawn up, he would change it, and 
vote ** no.’’ 


| 
| 


Mr. LAMAR stated that he voted ‘ ay,’’ for || P 


Mr. COBB made a similar statement. 


reference. 
Mr. HILL voted “ ay,’’ with the understand- | 


The result of the vote having been announced, 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, moved that the 
resolution be referred to the Committee on For- | 
eign Affairs, and demanded the previous question. | 
Mr. CLAY. I hope the gentleman will with- | 
draw the demand for the previous question fora 
moment, | 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. If there is to 
be debate upon the resolution, I trust that it will |, 
be unlimited. |} 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion | 
that debate would not be in order. The motion | 
to suspend the rules was for the reference of the || 
resolution only. The Chair so understood it, || 
and so stated it to the House. l| 
Mr. CLAY. I hope the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi will withdraw the demand for the pre- 
vious question for a moment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest |, 
to the gentleman from Kentucky thatin the opin- || 
ion of the Chair debate is not in order. | 
Mr. CLAY. I do not wish to debate the ques- || 
tion, but to make a personal explanation. 
[Cries of ** Question !’’] 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- | 


Several MemBers objected. 

The previous question was seconded, and the | 
main question ordered; and, under the operation | 
thereof, the resolution was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, moved to-recon- | 
sider the vote by which the resolution was referred ; 





The latter motion was agreed to. | 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message was received from the Senate by | 


return to that body of the resolution changing the 
day of the adjournment of Congress, for the pur- 
se of correcting an error in the enrollment of 
said resolution. 





ject. 


June 8, 


Mr. HOUSTON. I suppose there will i no 
objection to sending that resolution back at once, 
Phere was no objection; and the resolution was 


| ordered to be returned to the Senate. 


Mr. KELSEY obtained the floor. 


PURCHASE OF BUILDINGS. 


_Mr. FLORENCE. I rise to a privileged ques. 
tion. I desire to make a report from the select 
committee on the purchase, by the Government, 


_ of the banking-house of the Bank of Pennsy}- 


vania, in the city of Philadelphia. The commit. 
tee was authorized to report at any time, and jt 
will take but amoment. I ask that the report be 
laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed, and 
that the resolution appended to it be adopted by 
the Elouse. 

The resolution was read and agreed to, as fu|- 
lows: 

Resolved, That the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the subject referred to them. 

The report was then laid upon the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PAY OF STENOGRAPHER. 


Mr. FLORENCE. I desire to offer a resoly- 
tion simply to pay a clerk. 

Mr. KELSEY. The gentleman cannot take 
the floor from me for that purpose. I desire to 
take up three bills from the Speaker’s table with 
Senate amendments. It will take but a very few 
minutes to dispose of them. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I ask the consent of the 
House to offer a resolution to pay the stenog- 
rapher employed by our committee. I do not 
think there will be objection. 

Mr. KELSEY. I do not yield the floor. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I had not relinquished the 
floor. This resolution is so nearly connected with 
the report of that committee that it may be prop- 
| considered as a part of the report. 

he SPEAKER. If it is a part of the report, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania is entitled to 
resent it. 
Mr. FLORENCE. It is not exactly a part of 
the report, but I do not think there will be objec- 
tion. Lask that it may be read for information. 

The resolution was read for information, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That there be paid to the stenographer em. 
ployed by the select committee appointed to inquire into 
the facts and circumstances connected with the sale of the 
Pennsylvania Bank property, in the city of Philadelphia, to 


the United States, $200, for his services in reporting the 
testimony taken before said committee. 


Mr. HOUSTON. | do not know how much 
testimony has been taken by this committee; but 


| there is a regular rule established for paying these 


stenographers of committees. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I am perfectly willing to 
put it at the usual rate of compensation. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman will strike 
out the amount, and make it * the usual compen- 
sation,’’ | have no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. The House has 
already passed a resolution regulating this sub- 
I object. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
itis not such a report as the committee are au- 
thorized to make. 

Mr. FLORENCE, I did not say it was a re- 

rt made by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. That was the only ground 
upon which the gentleman obtained the floor. 


LAND WARRANTS. 
Mr. KELSEY. I now desire to take up, from 


| the Speaker’s table, House bills Nos. 300, 26, and 


152, for the purpose of concurring in amend ments 
of the Senate to the same. The first is a bill to 
declare the title to land warrants in certain cases, 
and I know it should be passed. The others I 
do not know so much about; but I think the House 
should take them up, and dispose of them. 

Mr. CLAY. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to make a personal explanation. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
order. 

_Mr. CLAY. Then I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s proposition 
can hardly be received until thatof the gentleman 
from New York is disposed of. 

Mr. KELSEY. I now ask first to take up 
House bill No. 300. 


I object to everything out of 
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, Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. Would it be | 





i order to now amend the motion so as also to || 


take up another bill? 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, I should like to 
amend so as to take up all the Hlouse bills on the 
S waker’s table. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that | 


the motion cannot be so amended. 

Mr. KELSEY. I now ask to take up the first 
of the bills I have indicated. 

No objection being made, the bill was taken up 
for consideration, | 

Mr. KELSEY. There is but a single amend- | 
ment of the Senate, which is to insert after the | 
word © heirs,’’ the words, ** or legatees.’’? The | 
whole section is rewritten, but this is really the 
only change. Idemand the previous question on | 
the amendment. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Will the | 
gentieman from New York allow me to make a | 
suggestion? [do notthink Congress has the right, 
after the title of a warrant has vested, to declare 
the course of descent, or where the title shall go. | 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 think the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky is laboring under a mis- 
apprehension. There is no right to the warrants 
provided for in this bill at this time, but this bill 
proposes to create a right de novo. It is held at 


the Pension Office, under the present law, that if | 


a person entitled to a land warrant makes his ap- 
plication and dies before the warrant is issued, 
he is not entitled to it. This bill is to vest that 
right, notwithstanding he may die. Theamend- 


ment of the Senate proposes to amend the House | 


bill so as to give the applicant the right to devise 
by will the warrant, if it is not received before his 
death. In the absence of a disposition by will, 
the warrant goes to his heirs. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I did not so 
understand it. I have no objection to it if that is 
the case. 

Mr. KELSEY. I now insist upon my demand 
for the previous question. 


The previous question was seconded, and the | 
main question was ordered to be put; and, under || 


the operation thereof, the Senate amendment was 
concurred in. 


Mr. KELSEY moved to reconsider the vote by | 


which the House concurred in the amendment of 


the Senate; and also moved that the motion to | 


reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


TEXAS BOUNDARY. 


The House then took up, by unanimous con- | 


sent, and proceeded to consider the Senate amend- 
ment to the bill of the House (No. 152) to author- 
ize the Presidentof the United States, in conjune- 
tion with the State of Texas, to run and mark the 
boundary lines between the territories of the Uni- 
ted States and the State of Texas. 

The Senate amended the bill by adding a pro- 


viso, that no persons appointed by the State of | 


Texas, in connection with running and marking 


said boundary, should be entitled to receive com- | 
pensation upon the part of the United States, and | 


also providing certain regulations in respect to the 
survey. 
Mr. KELSEY demanded the previous question. 
The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. The amend- 
ment of the Senate was then concurred in. 


Mr. KELSEY moved to reconsider the vote by ‘| 
which the House concurred in the amendment of | 


the Senate; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 
he latter motion was agreed to. 


PHILADELPHIA POST OFFICE. 


The House, by unanimous consent, next took 
up from the Speaker’s table, for consideration of 
the Senate amendments thereto, the joint resolu- 
tion (H.R. No. 26) authorizing the arrangement 
and disposal of public buildings in the city of 
Philade'phia. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I wish to say that the 
amendment of the Senate provides that any prop- 
erty sold shall be sold at public sale. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be 


read. 


The amendment of the Senate was read, as 
follows: 


_ Strike outall after the enacting clause, and in lieu thereof 
imsert the following: 


THE CONGRESSIONA 


eral, and the Attorney General, be, and are hereby, author- 
ized to decide whether the custom-house at Philadelphia 
shall remain in its present location, or whether public con- 
| venience and interests require that the location of the cus- 
| tom house be changed to the ground and building purchased 
of the Bank of Permsytvania by authority of the law of the 
2d of August, 1854, for the purposes of a post office, and 
the post office be removed to the present custom-house; 
and also to decide whether it is best to sell the building and 
| lot of groand now used for the purposes of the Unired 
| States court. and establish court-rooms in the building of the 
present custom house; and that they be further authorized 
| and empowered to so arrange the buildings for said offices 
| and purposes as may, in their judgment, best promote the 
public convenience : Provided, That the expenses incident 
| to such change and arrangement of the buildings shall not 
! 
' 
| 


exceed the sum already appropriated for any or all of such 
purposes, and any additional sum that may be received for 
the building and ground herein authorized to be sold: 4nd 


|| provided further, ‘That should it be deemed best to sell the 


said court-house building and lot of ground, the President 
of the United States may cause the same to be sold after 


| Mr. KELSEY. I demand the previous ques- 


| tion on the amendment. 
| The previous question was seconded, and the 


| main question was ordered. 
The amendment was concurred in. 

| Mr. PHILLIPS moved to reconsider the vote 
| by which the amendment was concurred in; and 
| also moved to lay the motion to’ reconsider upon 
the table. 


The latter metion was agreed to. 
| HALF PAY TO WIDOWS AND ORPHANS. 
Mr. DAVIDSON. Iask unanimous consent 


|| to take from the Speaker’s table a bill (S. No. 


297) to extend an actentitled * An act to continue 
| half pay to certain widows and orphans,”’ ap- 
proved February 3, 1853. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. If it be in order, 

I would wish that the House would proceed to 
the consideration of all the bills upon the Speak- 
er’s table. We are now extending privileges to 
| particular members; but if we go to the Speak- 
|| er’s table we will all have a chance. 

There being no objection, Senate bill No. 297 
was taken up, and read a first and second time. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I hope the 
| gentleman will yield to me that I may suggest an 
|) amendment. 

| Mr. DAVIDSON. 
man. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I desire to 


|| call the attention of the gentleman from Louisi- 
| 


I will yield to the gentle- 


; ana, and the Llouse, to my amendment. There 
is in the bill a proviso that limits the pension to 
the half pay of a lieutenant colonel. I say that it 
| is unfair to limit the pension of those above the 
rank of alieutenant colonel to that of a lieutenant 
colonel. You have few generals and few colonels 
in the service, and it seems to me that the restric- 
| tion ought to be stricken out. L.think that the 
| pensions ought to be according to rank. [ am the 
| more satisfied of that since the passage of acts in 
| the case of the widow of General Worth, and in 

other like cases, where there was no more merit 
| than there is in the remaining cases. I move to 
strike out the words: 


** And that no greater sum shall be allowed to any such 
| widow or minor children than the half pay of a lieutenant 


|| colonel.”? 

Mr. FENTON. [ask leave to offer an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I willhear the gentleman’s 
amendment. 

Mr. COBB. Let us know what we are doing. 
'| The bill has not yet been read. e 
|| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Who is entitled 
| to the floor? 
||. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Lou- 
| isiana. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object to his 
yielding to anybody. This is one of the most 
important bills which has come before Congress 
| at this session; and if amendments are allowed to 
| be put on it, it will be aslarge again. We ought 





} 
| 
} 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| to have an opportunity to discuss the bill, and 


have it rightly understood. 

Mr. GROW. Had not the gentleman from New 
| York (Mr. Fenton] the floor to move his amend- 
| ment? 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I donot yield for the amend- 
'menttocome in. I call for the previous ques- 
|| tion. 
| Mr. HOUSTON. Is the amendment of the 
|| gentleman from New York in order? 
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question of order. I have offered an amendment 
on which there has been no vote, and the gentle- 
man’s [Mr. Fenron’s| amendment cannot come 
in as an amendment to my amendment. 

Mr. JEWETT. 1 hope my colleague (Mr. 
Marswarri} will withdsaw his amendment. |t 
will kill the bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I ask whether the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York is m or- 
der? If not, I object to it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know 
what the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from New York is. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Nordol. I desire to hear it. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I understand that 
this bill was taken up by general consent, with 
the understanding that it would be put upon its 

assage as it is, without any amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not so under- 
stand it. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. In order to 
faciiitate business, and let the bill pass, I with- 
draw my amendment. 

The bill was read. It grants to all those sur- 
viving widowsand minor children who have been 
or may be granted and allowed five years’ half 
pay under the provisions of any law or laws of 
the United States, a continuance of such half pay 
under the following terms and limitations: to such 
widows during life, and to such child or children, 
where there is no widow, whilst under the age of 
sixteen years, to commence from the expiration 
of the half pay provided for by the first section 
of the act entitled ** An act to continue half pay 
to certain widows and orphans,’’ approved Feb- 
ruary 3, 1853; provided, however, that in case of 
the marriage or death of any such widow, the 
half pay shall go to the child or children of the 
deceased officer or soldier whilst under the age of 
sixteen years; and, in like manner, the child or 
children of such deceased officer or soldier, when 
there is no widow, shall be paid no longer than 
while there are children or a child under the age 
aforesaid; provided, further, that the half pay of 
such widowsand orphansshall be half the monthly 
pay of the officers, non-commissioned officers, 
musicians, and privates of the infantry of the reg- 
ular Army of the United States, and no more, and 
that no greater sum shall be allowed to any such 
widow or minor children than the half pay of a 
lieutenant colonel; provided also, that the act shall 
not be construed to apply to or embrace the case 
of any person or persons now receiving a pension 
for life; and, further, that wherever half pay shall 
have been granted by any special act of Congress, 
and is renewed or continued under the provisions 

_of this act, the same shail commence from the 
date hereof. 

Mr. FENTON. I ask that my amendment 
may now be read. 

‘The amendment was read, as follows: 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the second sec- 
tion of the act approved the 3d day of February, 1853, ent- 
tled “ An act to continue half pay to certain widows and 
orphans,’ shall be construed, in accordance with the de- 
cision of the Court of Claims in the case of Jane Smith, as 
granting pensions to the widows therein provided for, froin 


the 4th day of March, 1848; and that all amounts due under 
said second section of the act aforesaid, for pensions accru 


ing between said 4th day of March, 1848, and the 3d day of 


February, 1853, shall be paid to the persons respectively 
entitled thereto. at the several pension agencies, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, under 
such roles and regulations as may be prescribed by the See- 
retary of the Interior: Provided, That wo pension shalt be 
allowed to any widow for the same time during which her 
husband was living, and in the receipt of a pension. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I should like to state that 
the subjectembraced in this amendment has been 
before the Court of Claims and before the Com- 
mittee of Claims. It arises on the construction 
of the act of February 3, 1853. This is declar- 
atory of the meaning of the act of 1853. The 
question arises in this way. In 1848, Congress 
passed a law granting pensions to widows of offi- 
| cers and soldiers 
| Mr. COBB. If the question is open to debate, 
I desire to debate it, 

The SPEAKER. It is not. The gentleman 
from Louisiana called the previous question. 

Mr. FENTON. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw the call for the previous question, so 
as to let me offer my amendment. 

Mr. DAVIDSON declined to withdraw the pre- 

| vious question, and called for tellers. 
' Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. MarsHaie 





That the Secretary of the Treasury, the Postmaster Gen- Hi Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I rise toa of Kentucky, and Watoaon, were appointed. 
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The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 90, noes 34. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was then ordered to be 
put. 

e lhe bill was ordered to a third reading, and 
was accordingly ad the third time. 

Mr. DAVIDSON demanded the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered.» 

Mr. CLEMENS demanded the yeas and nays 
onthe passage of the bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called for tellers on 
the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the bil was passed; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
upon the table. 

The jatter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. J.GLANCY JONES. We have occupied 
two hours this morning in the consideration of 
general business. I wish now, ifit be the pleasure 
of the House, to proceed to the consideration of 
the public business. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. 1 hope the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania will give me an opportunity 
of asking the unanimous consent of the House to 
puta private bill upon its passage. I am not in 
the habit of asking favors of the House, and | 
trust the gentleman from Pennsy]vania will yield 
to me for a moment. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I would yield for 
anything the House would give its unanimous 
consent to, except to put a bill upon its pas- 
sage. I hope the gentleman will not ask me to 
do that. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. That is my object. The 
bill can be disposed of in a moment. | have no 
idea that any gentleman will object to it. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 1 have one that is 
in the same predicament. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I have one twenty- 
five years old. 


EXCUSED FROM SERVINGON A COMMITTEE. 


Mr.CLAY. Ihope the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will allow me to present what | believe 
to be a privileged question to the House. I do 
not wish to debate it, but simply to explain my 
reasons, 


| tion of the Senate in respect to the final adjourn- 
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excused from further service on the committee— || Thursday, at twelve o’clock, m., and call the 


ayes 92, noes 63. } previous question. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by | 

Assury Dickins, their Secretary, notifying the | 

[louse that the Senate had passed a resolution | 

changing the day for the adjournment of Con- | 

gress, in which he was directed to ask the con- 
currence of the House. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. WRIGHT, of Georgia. I would suggest 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether it 
would not be better, before we proceed to any 
other business, to take up the resolution of the 
Senate on the subject of the adjournment, and 
dispose of it one way or the other. 

Mr. J.GLANCY JONES. Before moving to 
go into the Committee of the Whole on the state | 
of the Union, | desire to ask the unanimous con- | 
sent of the House to make one or two reports | 
from the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. BURNETT. IL appeal to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to permit the House to dis- 
pose of the resolution upon the subject of adjourn- 
ment. We shall then know what we have to do. 
If we intend to adjourn on Monday, it is import- 
ant that the Senate should know it. It will not 
take long to dispose of the resolution, and it will | 
expedite the public business. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I would inquire if the | 
Senate have rescinded the resolution to adjourn | 
next Monday ? 

Mr. BURNETT. They have, and the reso- | 
lution is now on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. Lam disposed to 
accommodate the wishes of the House. I have 
no feeling on the subject. 

{Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- | 
rolled Bills, here reported that the committee had 
examined and found truly enrolled an act for the 
relief of D. O. Dickinson; when the Speaker 
signed the same. . 


“Mr. BURNETT. 





I now ask that the resolu- 


ment be taken up. 

The resolution was read for information. It | 
rescinds the joint resolution of the two Houses | 
fixing the period for the final adjournment of Con- | 
gress on the 7th day of June, and provides that 


| the President of the Senate and the Speaker of 


Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I yield to the gen- | 


tleman. 

Mr. CLAY. 1 ask this House to excuse me 
from further service on the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs; and | ask it for this reason: during two 


weeks past, | have repeatedly asked the leave of |, 


this House, as a member of the Committee on || 


Foreign Affairs, to introduce a bill or resolution 
in reference to the recent outrages Committed upon 
the American flag. That leave never has been 


accorded to me, a member of that committee; but | 


it has been accorded, this day, to a gentleman 
who is not a member of that committee. 

The SPEAKER. 
gentleman from Kentucky himself, that the Chair 
should call his attention to the fact that, when he 


Perhaps it is due to the | 


asked the consent of the House, asingle objection | 


was sufficient to defeat it. An objection was made 
when the gentleman from Mississippi proposed 
to offer his resolution this morning; but it was 
then in order to move to suspend the rules, and it 


was under a suspension of the rules that the prop- | 


osition of the gentleman from Mississippi was 
received by the House. 
Mr. CLAY. And I would respectfully observe 


that I have repeatedly asked for the same sus- | 


pension of the rules. While I ask to be excused 
from further service on the committee, | wish to 


say that lam glad and happy, and congratulate | 


the country that the subject of these outrages on 


the American flag has at last, by any means, got | 


before the House, and been referred to the com- 


mittee from further service upon which [nowask | 


the House to excuse me. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I trust the 
Tlouse will not excuse the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. 1 think he is one of the best men in the 
House to whom that resolution could be referred. 

{Cries of ** Question !’’} 

The question was taken; and Mr. Cray was 


! 
j 


_next Monday we can take itup and adopt it then. 


ing Wednesday, the 9th day of June, and call the 


the House, shall declare their respective Houses | 
adjourned sine die on Monday, the 14th day of 
June, at twelve o’clock, m. 
Mr. PEYTON. I object to that resolution. 
Mr. BURNETT. I move to suspend the rules. 
The question was taken, and the rules were 
suspended, two thirds having voted therefor. 
Mr. PEYTON. TIhope the resolution will not 
be adopted. If we find we cannot get through by 


Mr. BURNETT. I move to amend by insert- 


panes quesuon. I hope that amendment will 
ve agreed to; because that will give both Houses 
abundant time to do all the public business. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I move to lay the 
resolution on the table. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I call for the yeas and nays | 
on that motion. I want my vote recorded in favor 
of doing the public business before we adjourn. 

Mr. BURNETT. And I want the country to 
understand that it will not be the fault of this 
House if the public business is not transacted so 
that we may adjourn on Monday next. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I appeal to the gentleman 
from New York to withdraw the motion to lay on 
the table, and let us take a vote directly on the 
resolution. I do not care whether it is the fault 
of the House or the Senate; we ought to remain 
until——[Cries of ** Order!’’ ** Order !’’] 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I wish to ask 
the gentleman from Kentucky to substitute Thurs- | 
day next for Wednesday. I think the Senate will | 

| 





be able to get through its business by that time. 
Mr. BURNETT. Very well; 
amendment. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope the 
entleman will allow me to move toinsert Wednes- | 
fy, so that the vote of the House can be taken | 
on the two propositions. ; | 
Mr. BURNETT. No, sir; I move to insert 


accept the 


|| motion to lay on the table. 








Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I withdraw the 
Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I renew the motion 
Mr. REAGAN. L appeal to the gentleman from 

Indiana to withdraw the motion, and allow mo 

one minute for explanation. ae 

Several Mempers objected. 

Mr. COBB. 1 shoul like to be permitted to 
make a motion to strike out altogether the latter 
clause of the resolution, which fixes a day for ad- 
journment. 

Mr. DEAN. I object. 

The motion to lay on the table was not agreed 

to. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The question being first on the amendment to 
strike out Monday the Ith, and insert Thursday 
the 10th, 

Mr. CLEMENS demanded the yeas and nays, 

Mr. BURNETT. I beg leave to suggest to 
the gentleman from Virginia that without the con- 
sumption of time, we can as well settle this ques- 
tion by tellers. 

Mr. CLEMENS. No, sir, 1 want the record 


| for the country. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken, and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 105, nays 98; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Abbott, Anderson, Atkins, Bingham, 


| Bishop, Bliss, Brayton, Bryan, Buffinton, Burnett, Case, 


Cavanaugh, Chaffee, kzra Clark, John B. Clark, Clawson, 
Clark B. Cochrane, John Cochrane, Cockerill, Corning, 
Cox, James Craig, Curry, Davis of Maryland, Davis of 
Indiana, Davis of Mississippi, Davis of Massachusetts, 
Dawes, Dick, Dowdell, English, Farnsworth, Foley, Foster, 
Garnett, Gartrell, Gillis, Gilmer, Gooch, Grow, Harlan, J. 
Morrison Harris, Hill, Hoard, Hopkins, Horton, Jackson, 
Jenkins, Jewett, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kilgore, 
John C. Kunkel, Landy, Leiter, Lovejoy, Maclay, Me- 
Queen, Matteson, Maynard, Miles, Moore, Edward Joy 
Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Oliver A. Morse, Mott, Murray, 
Niblack, Nichols, Pettit, Peyton, William W. Phelps, Phui- 
lips, Potter, Pottle, Purviance, Quitman, Ricaud, Robbins, 
Roberts, Royce, Russell, Scales, Seward, Aaron Shaw, 
John Sherman, Robert Smith, Samuel A. Smith, Stanton, 
Stephens, William Stewart, Tappan, ‘Thayer, Thompson, 
Tompkins, Trippe, Underwood, Waldron, Cadwalader (. 


|} Washburn, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wil- 


son, Wood, and John V. Wright—105. 

NAYS — Messrs. Adrain, Ahl, Andrews, Avery, Barks- 
dale, Billinghurst, Blair, Bocock, Bonham, Bowie, Branch, 
Burlingame, Burns, Caskie, Clay, Clemens, Cobb, Colfax, 
Comins,Cragin, Crawford, Curtis, Davidson, Davis of Iowa, 
Dean, Dodd, Edmundson, Elliott, Eustis, Fautkner, Fen- 
ton, Florence, Gilman, Goode, Goodwin, Granger, Gregg, 
Groesbeck, Lawrence W. Hall, Thomas L. Harris, Hatch, 
Hawkins, Houston, Howard, Hughes, Huyler, George VW. 
Jones, Owen Jones, Kellogg, Kelsey, Knapp, Jacob M. 
Kunkel, Lamar, Leidy, Letcher, Humphrey Marshall, 
Mason, Miller, Millson, Morgan, Morrill, Isaac N. Morris, 
Palmer, Parker, Pendleton, John 8. Phelps, Powell, Ready, 
Reagan, Reilly, Ritchie, Ruffin, Sandidge, Savage, Scott, 
Searing, Henry M. Shaw, Shorter, Sickles, Singleton, 
William Smith, Spinner, Stallworth, Stevenson, James A. 
Stewart, Talbot, George Taylor, Miles Taylor, Vallandig- 
ham, Wade, Walbridge, Walton, White, Whiteley, Wins- 
low, Wortendvke, Augustus R. Wright, and Zollicofier—9. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


The question then recurred on agreeing to the 
resolution as amended. 

Mr. REAGAN. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I take occasion to say that 
the last vote was changed after the roll had been 
called, by pages announcing the vote to members. 
It is a violation of the rule, and the first time any 
such thing occurs again I shall call the attention 
of the House to it. (Cries of ‘* Order!’’] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia has the right to rise to a question of order. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I move to 
reconsider the vote by which the amendment was 
adopted, and I do so to make one remark. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I only wish 
to say that it is useless to pass the amendment, 
as the Senate will keep it until after Monday, and 
then send it here rejecting it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the reso- 
lution as amended. 

Mr. HUGHES. If the House refuses to agree 
to the resolution as amended, will there be any 
voting on the question? 

The SPEAKER. It will be the rejection of 
the resolution. 

Mr. HUGHES. ThenI shall vote for the res- 
olution. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I move that the 
motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 
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; Mr. M ILLSON. I hope that motion will not | 








be insisted on; for, if the resolution be now voted 
down, we may want to reconsider. 

The motion to reconsider was withdrawn. 

Mr. McQUEEN. If the resolution as amended 
be not adopted, then we adjourn on Monday? 

The SPEAKER. That will be the case if the 
existing resolution be not rescinded, 

The question was taken; and it was decided.in 
the aflirmative—yeas 142, nays 61; as follows: 


yEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adrain, Anderson, Andrews, At- 
kins, Avery, Barksdale, Bingham, Bishop, Blair, Bliss, Bo- 
cock, Bonham, Bowie, Branch, Brayton, Bryan, Burnett, 
Burns, Case, Caskie, Ezra Clark, John B. Clark, Clawson, 
Clark B. Cochrane, John Cochrane, Cockerill, Colfax, 
Corning, Cox, Cragin, James Craig, Curry, Curtis, David- 
son, Davis of Indiana, Davis of Massachusetts, Dean, Dick, 
Dinmick, Dodd, Dowdell, Durfee, Edie, Edmundson, E!- 
jiott, Farnsworth, Faulkner, Fenton, Foley, Foster, Gar- 
nett, Gartrell, Gooch, Goode, Granger, Groesbeck, Grow, | 
Lawrence W. Hall, Harlan, Thomas L. Harris, Hatch, | 
Hill, Hoard, Horton, Houston, Hughes, Huyler, Jackson, 
Jenkins, Keitt, Kelly, Kelsey, Jacob M. Kunkel, John C. 
Kunkel, Lamar, Leiter, Letcher, Humphrey Marshall, Ma- 
son, Millson, Morgan, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac 
N. Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Oliver A. Morse, Mott, Mur- 
ray, Niblack, Nichols, Parker, Pendleton, Pettit, Peyton, 
Join 8S. Phelps, Pike, Pottle, Powell, Purviance, Quitman, 
Ready, Reagan, Ricaud, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Royce, 
Russell, Sandidge, Savage, Scales, Scott, Searing, Henry 
M. Shaw, John Sherman, Judson W. Sherman, Shorter, | 
Sickles, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Spin- 
ner, Stallworth, Stanton, Stephens, Talbot, George Taylor, 
Miles Taylor, Thompson, Tompkins, Underwood, Wal- | 
bridge, Waldron, Waiton, Israel Washburn, Wilson, Wins- | 
low, Wood, Wortendyke, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer | 
—142. | 
NAYS—Messrs. Adrain, Billinghurst, Buffinton, Burlin- | 
game, Cavanaugh, Chaffee, Clemens, Cobb, Comins, Craw- 
ford, Davis of Maryland, Davis of Mississippi, Davis of 
lowa, Dawes, English, Eustis, Florence, Gillis, Gilman, | 
Gilmer, Gregg, J. Morrison Harris, Hawkins, Hopkins, | 
Howard, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Owen 
Jones, Kellogg, Kilgore, Knapp, Landy, Leidy, Lovejoy, 
Maclay, McQueen, Matteson, Maynard, Miller, Moore, 
Palmer, William W. Phelps, Phillips, Potter, Reilly, Rutiin, 
Aaron Shaw, Robert Smith, James A. Stewart, William 
Stewart, Tappan, Thayer, Trippe, Vallandigham, Wade, 
Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ellihu B. Washburne, White, 
Whiteley, and Augustus R. Wright—61. 


So the resolution, as amended, was adopted. 
Mr. BURNETT moved to reconsider the vote | 


by which the resolution as amended was agreed | 
to: and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARYLAND CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I wish 
to give notice that on to-morrow I will call up the | 
Maryland contested-election case. 
are printed, and members can obtain them. 

Mr. GROW. To-morrow is objection day in | 
the Committee of the Whole House, and I hope 
that the gentleman will not call up the matter 
then. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. I will call it up to- | 


morrow, and then the House can do what they 
please. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found | 
truly enrolled a bill to extend an act entitled ‘An | 
act (S. No. 297) to continue half pay to certain 
widows and orphans,’’ approved February 2d, 
1853; when the Speaker signed the same. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 


found truly enrolled a joint resolution and bills of | 
the following titles: 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 26) authorizing | 
the arrangement and disposal of public buildings | 
in the city of Philadelphia; 

An act (H. R. No. 300) declaring the title to 
land warrants in certain cases; 

An act (EH. R. No. 502) for the relief of S. W. | 
and A. A. Turner; and 


An act (H. R. No. 578) to continue the pension | 
heretofore paid to Mary C. Hanfilton, widow of |! 
Captain Fowler Hamilton, late of the United | 
States Army; when the Speaker signed the same. | 


| and draw for the same only in favor of the per- | 
sons to whom payment is to be made in pur- | 

| suance of law and instructions,’’ so that when- 

ever the Secretary or other officer at the head of | 


DISBURSEMENT OF THE REVENUE. 
Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. 


I have several re- 


poets to make from the Committee of Ways and | 
M I am directed to report back House bill | 


eans. 
(No. 467) to amend an act entitled ‘* An act to 


The reports || 


| to carry out the existing law. 


| change it, but gives the Secretary a little discre- 
rolled Bills, reported that they had examined and || 





provide for the better organization of the Treas- 
ury, and for collection and safe-keeping, transfer 


and disbursement of the public revenue.’’ I pro- 
pose 


the billon its passage. Under the act | 


drew the money out of the Treasury and dis- 
bursed it from time to time as they thought 
proper. This subjects the public moneys to some 
considerable risk. Congress, on the 3d March, 
1857, amended that act by providing that the 
disbursing officer should deposit the money in the 
various sub-Treasuries, and should not draw out 
in money more than twenty dollars at a time, and 
that for all sums over twenty dollars he should 
draw checks upon the Treasury. While the law 
is generally a good one, the inconveniences arising 
from it in certain cases is such that it is impossi- 
ble for the Government to carry it out. The 
amendment reported, and which is recommended 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, provides that 
where it may be absolutely necessary, the dis- 
bursing officer may be allowed to draw more than 
twenty dollars. It keeps the general law still in 
force. Itis utterly impossible to carry out the 
law in the distant Territories of Utah and New 
Mexico, and in other places. It is proposed to 
enforce the law wherever it is practicable, and 
where it is not practicable the proper Department 
assumes the responsibility, and allows the dis- 
bursing officer to draw more than twenty dollars. 
I ask the Clerk to read the letter of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 

Treasury DerartTMeNt, February 11, 1858. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge your letter of the 
10th instant, asking for the fornvof such a bill as is proposed 
on the twenty-fourth page of the printed copy of my annual 


| report on the finances. 


Theintention of this Department in carrying into effect 
the act referred to, of which copies are herewith ordered, 
have given a practical construction to its provisions. These 
instructions do not probably transcend the lawful author- 
ity of this Department, except where disbursing offices of 
the Department are directed in certain cases to pay money 
of the United States, intrusted to them for disbursement, 
without depositing it in any depository and checking for the 
same, as is expressly required by the terms of the act. 

Perhaps in no case of the service under the direction of 
this Department would it be absolutely impracticable to 
make such deposits and payments by check—but in many 
instances it would be extremely onerous and expensive, 
without the slightest advantage orsecurity. In the service 
in charge of some of the other Departments, the difficulty of 
carrying out the terms of the act in this respect , amounts 
to actual impossibility. 

It is, therefore, respectfully proposed to modify the act in 
this particular, so as to place the responsibility of any other 
custody and mode of paymentthan allowed by the act, di- 
rectly upon the head of the Department to which such dis- 
bursing officer belongs; as will be seen by the dratt of a 
bill inclosed, agreeably to your request. 

Very respectiully, your obedient servant, 

HOWELL COBB, 
Secretary of Treasury. 
Hon. J. Guancy Jones, Chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, House of Representatives. 


Mr. J.GLANCY JONES. Lask that the bill 
be put upon its passage, and on that I call the 
previous question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
that is a right sort of legislation. 

Mr. J.GLANCY JONES. That is a matter 
of opinion entirely. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. This is a bill 
changing the whole law, and giving discretion to 
heads of Departments. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. 


man’s pardon, it is not. 


I do not think 


It is utterly impossible 
This does not 


tion. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read. 1t modifies and amends so 
much of the first section of the act entitled ‘* An 
act to amend an act entitled ‘ An act to provide 
for the better organization of the Treasury, and 
for the collection, safe-keeping, transfer, and dis- 


| bursement of the public revenue,’ ’’ approved 3d 


March, 1857, as provides ‘ that each and every 
disbursing officer or agent of the United States, 
having any money of the United States intrusted 


to him for disbursement, shall be, and he is here- | 
by, required to deposit the same with the Treas- | 


urer of the United States, or with some one of 
the Assistant Treasurers or public depositaries, 


any Executive Department to which any disburs- 
ing Officer or agent isattached or shall belong, to 


| whom money of the United States is or may be 


intrusted for disbursement, shall deem it neces- 


| sary or expedient to order and direct that such 


money intrusted to such disbursing officer or 


I beg the gentle- | 
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agent shail be held by him, and paid directly to 
the person to whom paymentis to be made in pur- 
suance of law and instructions, without deposit- 
ing the same in the manner required in said first 
section, such custody and payment of the money 
of the United States by such disbursing officer or 
agent, under the express order and direction of 
such head of the Department to which such dis- 
bursing officer or agentis attached or shall belong, 
shal! be taken and deemed to be a sufficient com- 
pliance with that part of said first section of the 
act above mentioned. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. With the permis- 
sion of the gentleman, the question which | wish 
to propound to him is this: by the law, as it is 
there quoted, all disbursing officers of the Gov- 
ernment are required to deposit the money in 
their hands with the Treasurer or some one of the 
Assistant Treasurers, and to draw for it in favor 
of the persons to whom it is disbursed. Now, I 
wish to ask the gentleman if this bill does not 
propose so to modify that law as to authorize the 
head of each Department to give instructions to 
the disbursing officers under them respectively, 
to dispense with that observance of that law when 
they think proper, and let them, at their discre- 
tion, deposit funds or not—if, in other words, it 
is not to place within the discretion of each head 
of Department, to say whether its disbursing 
officers shall comply with the law? 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. If my friend from 
Tennessee had listened attentively to the letter of 
the Secretary of the Treasury he would not have 
propounded the inquiry he has propounded. The 
effect of this bill is not as the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee supposes. The law remains the same in 
regard to the deposits of disbursing officers, and 
as to checking out all sums over twenty dollars. 
It merely lodges a discretionary power in the 
heads of Departments in cases of absolute neces- 
sity, and to be exercised on their responsibility. 
As for instance, this bill does not touch the exist- 
ing law, except where the disbursing officer finds 
that checks will not answer, as in Utah or New 
Mexico. The Secretary of the ‘l'reasury has writ- 
ten to this House that it is impossible to execute 
that law in all cases, and he merely asks you to 
give him a discretionary power in cases where it 
is impossible to execute it. 

Mr. SPINNER. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means has stated that this 
bill is only to apply in cases where it is absolutely 
necessary. Will he permit the words * or expe- 
dient”’ to be stricken out of the bill? 5 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. The head of the 
Department is to be the judge. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I regard this biil, from 
the hasty reading of it, as makinga radical change 
in the principles of the Government since its foun- 
dation. I think it requires and ought to receive 
much greater consideration than we can give it 
now. I therefore move to refer it to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The motion cannot be en- 
tertained; the gentleman from Pennsylvania de- 
manded the previous question. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. _I hope the previous 
question will be voted down. 


Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I hope we will 


| have a vote upon it and let the House dispose of 


the matter. 

The previous question was not seconded, only 
thirty-nine members voting therefor. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I now move to refer 
the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the 


| state of the Union. 


{Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled, an act to 
authorize the President of the United States, in 


| conjunction with the State of Texas, to run and 


mark the boundary lines between the Territories 
of the United States and the State of Texas; when 
the Speaker signed the same.] 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I desire to make 
a brief explanation of the necessity of the passage 
of this act. At the last session of Congress, ail 
disbursing officers were required to deposit their 
moneys with some one of the designated depos- 
itories, under the independent Treasury act; and 


| where the payment which a disbursing officer had 
|| to make to an individual exceeded, in amount, the 
|| sum of twenty dollars, that disbursing officer was 


required to draw his check in favor of the person 
to whom the payment was to be made upon the 
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depository for the sum of money to which he was 
entitled. Now itis an impossibility to execute 
that law. Your paymasters in the Army are 
required to pay the soldiers. Under the law of 
the last Congress, they are required to keep the 
money with which to pay the troops at some one 
of the designated depositories, and if the sum 
which a paymaster is to disburse to any one tn- 
dividual amounts to more than twenty dollars, he 
must issue his draft upon the depositary for that 
sum of money. Your Indian agents are disburs- 
ing officers. They are required to pay the annu- 
ities to which the Indians are entitled, and those 
annuities are paid per capita. Many of the Indians 
have annuities payable to them, amounting from 
thirty to a hundred dollars, and if the agent ex- 
ecutes the law of the last Congress, he must give 
his check in favor of each Indian on the desig- 
nated depository, and thus expose the Indians to 
be cheated and swindled by those white men who 
hang about the tribes. The same remarks are 
appheable to pursers in the Navy, who disburse 
large sums of money, and to the disbursing offi- 
cers at the several navy-yards, where sums greater 
than twenty dollars are frequently disbursed to 
individuals. There is therefore a necessity for an 
amendment of the law; and | think the provisions 
of the bill now before the House enforce a rigid 
accountability on the officers of the Government, 
and do not relax any proviston of law designed 
for the safety of the public money. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
previous question, 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I appeal to the 
gentlemen to withdraw that motion. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I insist on 
my motion. If the House does not see fit to re- 
fer the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the 
siate of the Union, the previous question will 
bring us to a vote on the bill. LT ecall for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Buair and 
SicKLEs were appointed, 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 88, noes 39. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was then ordered to be put. 
The question was taken; and the bill was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the | 

state of the Union. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
gn the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


Mr. J. GLANCY JONES, by unanimous con- 
sent, reported back from the Committee of Ways 
and Means the bil of the House (No. 6) making 
appropriations for the consular and diplomatic 
expenses of the Government for the year ending 
the 30th of June, 1859, with the amendments of 
the Senaie. 

First amendment: 


Page three, line ten, strike out the word “ for,’? and in- 
sert “Sand miscellaneon< expenses of,’’ so that the para 
graph, as amended, would read: 


I move the 


* For the purchase of blank books, stationery, arms ofthe | 


United States, seals, presses, and flags, and for the pay 
ment of postages and miscell neous expenses of the con- 
suls of the United States, $40,000.”" 


Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. The Committee of | 
Ways and Means recommend a concurrence in 
that amendment. It does not affect the amount 
appropriated in the item which ts for the ordinary 
expenses of consuls. The insertion of the words 
“and miscellaneousexpenses of,’’ merely enlarges 
the sphere of distribution. [I suppose there will 
be no objection to concurring in the amendment. 

‘The amendment was concurred in. 


' 
Second amendment: {| 
it 


Strike out the second section of the bill, ag follows: 
“Sec. 2. wind he it further enacted, That no part of the 
meney herein appropriated shall be paid out ofthe Treasury | 
for any expenses which accrued, ar shall accrue, before the 


commencement or atler the termmation of the fiscal year unex pended under previous appropriation bills 


ending the 30th of June, 1859." 


Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. This is the amend- | 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. | 
Sueaman,]} at an early day in the session. I | 
beliewe by the common consent of the House a 
similar amendment, offered to another bill, was 


| this, 
diplomatic service were based upon balances hold- 





nessee, [Mr. Jowes,] by adding a proviso that it 
should not take effect unul after the end of two 
fiscal y@ars. This provision, as it stands in this 
bill, does take effect immediately. I think gentle- 
men of aH sides of the House are satisfied that the 
provision is net a proper Ove as it stands here. 

Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. The gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Jackson] the other day ob- 
jected to the provision contamed in the legisla- 
live, executive, and judicial bill for the reason 
that it did not apply to that particular bill. 

Mr. JACKSON. I merely wish to say,as the 
gentleman has referred to me, that the objection 
which he has mentioned, was one of the objec- 
tions which I urged; but I, at the same time, ob- 
jected to the provision as being incongruous, and 
an improper prowsion to be attached to the bill. 

Mr. STANTON. 


misapprehension about this amendment. It is 


not like the amendment which was rejected in| 


the House the other day. That was a proposi- 
tion that the expenditure of all appropriations 
whatever, made by Congress, should be limited 
to the fiscal year for which they were made; 
that balances going over from one year to another 
should not be ased. This is simply a proposi- 
tion that the money appropriated by this bill shall 
only be expended during the fiscal year for which 


itis appropriated. Now, if there is any difficulty 


in the practical application of that rule it passes | 


my comprehension. I do not see the difficulty, 
I do not see the objection. 
Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. The difficulty is 


The estimates made for the consular and 


ing over from the current fiscal year; this amend- 
ment attaches to this bill, and if the bill passes 
with this provision in, not one dollar of the bal- 
ances left over from the current fiscal year can be 
expended in the next. 

Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. That is exactly 
what I want todo. I think the balances ought 
to go back into the Treasury. ’ 


Mr. J.GLANCY JONES. I thought it was 


| the unanimous opinion, the other day, that such 


a provision should not apply to the money now | 


appropriated. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I think the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means is 
mistaken as to the operation of that section. It 
merely applies to the money appropriated in this 
bill. It does not operate like the amendment 
offered by my friend from Qhio, [Mr. Suerman,] 
which was voted in and voted out of the bill a 
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balances which the Department contemplates it is 
to be at liberty to use; and that we receive those 
balances and impliedly sanction the use of them 
for the coming fiscal year, by making them the 
basis of our calculations, and appropriating only 
so much as will be necessary for the services of 
the Government after counting in the balances 
due us. I think that that is a bad system of pro. 
I think that it is in violation of law. |; 
only becomes valid by our adopting the reports 
of the Secretary as the basis of our legislation, 
The provision in this bill does nothing more 


_than put an express limit upon the moneys ap. 


propriated in that bill, which limit is already an 


| implied one from the terms of the bill, and is only 


It seems to me there is a |, 


put there.to set an example that hereafter the 
House means to adhere to what is now the law, 
that the money appropriated for a year shall only 
be used within that year. I think that the House 
set a bad example; that they defeated a great and 
salutary reform, when, for reasons quite inade. 


/ quate, they receded from their adherence to the 


| amendment of the gentleman from Ohio 


| expend every dollar of the 7 





Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. Does the gentle. 
man want to force the officers of the Departmentto 
propriations, and to 


leave not aeent of balance? The clause in respect 


| to the surplus fund comes in every two years, and 


sweeps all balances back into the Treasury. 

W hen this thing was first offered, believing that 
it might effect the object in view, I concurred in 
it; but it must be remembered that if applied to 
the present year it will make the reporting of an- 


| other appropriation bill absolutely necessary. If 
| the provision is made for future acts, so that all 
_ embarrassment will be prevented, I willcheerfully 
| go with the gentfeman. 


| am sure I woul 


day or two ago. That was ageneral law, declar- 
ing that no money hereafter appropriated should 


be used for any purpose other than that for which 


it was specially appropriated, and for no other 


j 
i 


year than that for which it was specially appro- 


priated. The effect of that amendment, as origin- | 


ally offered, would have been to prevent the Treas- 


balances which now remain unexpended from last 
year’s appropriations. 


To meet the difficulty a | 
| proviso was introduced that it should not apply 


to this or the following year. The difference be- | 
tween this amendment and that is, that it applies | 


merely to the moneys appropriated by this act. 

The balances of the last year are not appropri- 
ated by this act. Only the moneys included in 
this bill are appropriated by this act. The only 
effect, therefore, ofthis proviso is, thatthe moneys 
in this act shall not be applied to pay expenses 
incurred in the last year, nor to expenses to be 
incurred in the year following that for which they 
are appropriated. 

Now I take it, Mr. Speaker, that that is the ex- 
isting law of the Republic. 1 think that it is a 


violation of the existing law for any portion of | 


the money appropriated for the use of one year 


to be applied for the use of another year. I| take | 


it that that is a direct violation of the language of 
the appropriation bill itself. Ll agree that it has 
been sanctioned, impliedly, by our making ap- 


propriations on the supposition that the balances , 


might be applied; and it is only that indication 
resulting from the proceedings of this House that 


can raise even a doubt upon the law; but I sup- | 


pose that that indication itself only arises from 


_ the fact that each) year we pass an appropriation 


cousidered objectionable in this form, and was i 


modified on mouon of the gentleman from Ten- | 


bill upon the footing of accounts returned to us 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. We therefore 
see that the acceunts returned to us embrace the 


| 
| 
| 


| four past years; and, indeed, I 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. My friend at the 
head of the Committee of Ways and Means has 
suggested a grave consideration. If I supposed 
that the amendment gave any additional incite- 
ment to any of the Departments to spend more 
freely than they have hitherto been spending, | 
reverse the language of the amend- 
ment, and put it in other phraseology; for surely, 
sir, there has been no difficulty in getting money 
out of the Treasury for the past year, or for the 
o not know at 
any time and under any Administration that there 
has been the slightest tendency in the money to 
remain there when there was any opening for it 
to come out. The purpose of the amendment is 


| to stop the leak, if possible. The purpose of the 


amendment is to bring the Government back to 
what is the theory of our appropriation bills. 
Congress says that so much money, in our judg- 
ment, is needed for the use of this year. We 


| choose to hold the Executive Departments respons- 
ible de die in diem, from day to day, from year to 


year. We do not propose to resign the power of 


| controlling them, after we have once made the ap- 
try Department from using any of the existing || 


propriations We choose to require that there 
shall be an adjustment of the accounts and a re- 
view of the expediency of the appropriation every 
year. We make appropriations for this year, and 


_ at the end of the year, or when we get near the 





end of the year, we will have an opportunity of 
judging how that money has been expended, and 
we will apply such limitations as our experience 


|| makes necessary. I suppose that is the policy of 


all of our appropriation bills; and it is an abuse, 
without one shadow of legal authority, to apply 


| one cent of money appropriated for the purposes 


of one fiscal year to the use of another fiscal year. 


| And if my friend at the head of the Committee of 


Ways and Means will now rise in his place and 
show me any law that can raise even a doubt on 
that point, I will agree to vote against the amend- 
ment. 

I desire to say that I have studiously and care- 
fully examined all the statutory enactments that 
I could find relative to this subject; and that there 
is nothing to be found on the subject, except © 
proviso at the end of one of the acts which allows 
within the limits of the quartermaster’s depart- 
ment some authority to make a transfer—a pro- 
viso to that authority to transfer from one bead of 
appropriation to another, prohibiting a transfer 0 
money ror for one purpose in one fiscal 

ear for another purpose in another fiscal year. 
hat proviso can have no meaning in the place 
where it is inserted, unless to limit the generality 
of the language declaring that now pri 
ated for one purpose within those ‘cfliBensis 
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be used for another purpose within those limit 
without a limitation of time; those words not 
being in an appropriation act, but being general, 
that the moneys appropriated for one of these 
purposes may be used for another of these pur- 
noses. There was no limitation in that act con- 
fning its operations lo the year for which the appro- 
nriation was made, It might have been supposed 
that the transfer might be made at any ime. As 
the law now stands, there is not only no law au- 
thorizing the application of money for one fiscal 
year to purposes beyond it, but there is an inhi- 
hition where the generality of the act allowing 
transfers might otherwise have admitted possibly 
of that interpretation. 

What was the objection when we substituted the 


Senate’s amendment for an.admirable proviso in- | 


gerted by my friend from Ohio, (Mr. Sierman ?} 
The objection was made that money, which was 
not actually expended and paid out in the course 
of the fiscal year, would have to be reappropri- 
ated. I think the gentlemen who urged that ob- 
jection were not aware of the real state of the law 
on this subject. When money is appropriated for 
the purpose and use of a fiscal year, if a contract 
is made and the money is due in the course of that 
year, of course the money can be paid whenever 
itis demanded, If the money is aliowed to re- 


main in the Treasury, still it can be drawn for at | 


any subsequent time, but the two-year limitation 
restores it to the Treasury. If the money is not 
applied to the purpose for which it is appropri- 
ated in the course of that year, then, of course, 
it cannot be spent for that purpose aftcr the ex- 
piration of the year. 


Mr. Speaker it is possible there are two differ- | 


ent classes of appropriations relative to which the 
law may be very different. . Thereis a large class 
of appropriations for public buildings, for objects 
of a permanent character, not limited either ex- 
pressly or by implication to the year, where the 
one anrount is given for a particular purpose, and 
where there is no limitation in pointoftime. I sup- 
pose, for instance, if there was an order to builda 
custom house in New Orleans, and that there had 
been, in the bill providing for certain civil ex- 
enses, an appropriation made to carry on that 
building, it is possibly immaterial whether that 
money is drawn from the Treasury within that 
year or within the following year. It may be re- 


garded as not an appropriation for an annua! pur- | 
pose, but as an appropriation for @& definite object | 


and is dedicated to that purpose—to be spent at 
any time when the purpose may require it. Con- 
sequently all that class of cases may not fall un- 


der the proviso, which says that money appro- || 


priated for the use of one fiscal year shall not be 
used and applied to the service of another fiscal 


year; because the money is not, if this view be | 
right, appropriated to any particular fiscal year, | 


but it is applied to the object and purpose without 
limitation of time; the only limitation on general 


appropriations of that kind is, that money which | 
. . oo ’ ! 
is notactually spent and paid for the purpose for | 


which it is appropriated, irrespective of time, 
shall at the end of two years go back to the Trea- 
sury. If this distinction be not tenable then itis 
illegal now to use any money appropriated even 
for a particular building in an annual appropria- 
tion bill after the expiration of the year. 

But lL apprehend that money which is appro- 
pniated for the payment of the Army for the year 
1851 cannot be applied to the payment of the 
Army for the year 1850. Ifitcan, then the money 
appropriated for the year 1853 can likewise be 
applied to pay the Army for 1850; and all that 
the President has to do 1s to incur any expense 
he may choose in any one fiscal year, with re- 
spect to the Army, and then bide his time and 
apply the money which Congress may appropri- 
ate to subsequent years to pay thedebt which has 
accrued in previous years; and I submitto every 
gentleman, that unless there be a limitation on 
the expenditures of the Government, the public 
service, in the War Department, for instance, 
may be seriously injured. I put that case, be- 
cause it has already occurred for three years in 
Succession. In the year 1855 there was a defi- 
ciency in the quartermaster’s department beyond 
the amount of even the deficiency. They did 
not wait for the passage of a deficiency bill in 
the following year, but took the money appropri- 
ated for the year 1856 and _— it to pay the 
balance expended over and above the appropri- 


passed some days ago exhibits the startling fact 

that the quartermaster’s department was deficient 
| for the last year to the extent of $1,000,000, ac- 

tually paid out of the appropriations for this year 
—not obligations incurred in that year, but defi- 
clencies existing in the previous year, but paid 
out of this year’s money, of which no mention 
was made to Congress, after Congress had last 
year passed a large deficiency bill of over a mil- 
lion dollars for that very department. With- 
| out any authority of law, without any leave of 
|| Congress, without any reference to us whatever, 
$1,000,000 more is sunk by the quartermaster’s 
department in transporting the troops, in provis- 
|| ions, in clothing, and in such expenditures. The 
bill which we have passed this session of some 
nine million dollars has comprised in it not merely 
the amount over and above that which was ap- 
propriated at the last session of Congress for this 
|| fiscal year; but there is also included in it the 
$1,000,000 which was consumed in the last fiscal 
|| year over and above the amount that was appro- 
priated in the deficiency bill in the last session of 
|, Congress. 
| say that these are grave matters. I have not 
|| risen here for the purpose of wasting the time of 
| the House, or to cast odium on any department 
of the Administration. But I desire to say that 
when the House yesterday voted down, under 
|| the previous question, the amendment of my 
| friend from Ohio, [Mr. SHerman,] it took off a 
| most important limitation that has been placed on 
executive abuse of the public money. It was to 
prevent abuses done, not only without law, but 
directly in the teeth of the very first principles 
on which we are called upon here to appropriate 
money. Why, sir, the only limitation that exists 
in the statute-books on the power of the House 
lo appropriate money, is that no money shall be 
appropriated for the use of the Army or Navy 
for more than two years; and on the principles 
on which the department has been acting, I say 
that there is no limitation at all on the authority 
of the Executive; but he may incur any amount 
|| of debt, and make use of any amount of money, 
/and dispose of the funds which we give him in 
any manner he sees fit, and then when we make 
the next annual appropriation for the use of the 
Army, why can he not leave the whole Army 
destitute within that year, taking the chance of 
our being willing to break up the military estab- 
lishment, and apply the money to pay debts in- 
curred in the previous year, in violation of his 
duty? 

Mr. Speaker, allow me to make one other ob- 
servation. One of the implied limitations on the 
use that is to be made of the Army is to be found 
inthe amount appropriated forthe Army. If we 
expect the Army to be employed in putting down 
disturbances, we appropriate a larger amount; if 
we expect it to be kept in cantonments, if we ex- 
pect it to remain in the fortifications, we appro- 
priateasmalieramount. But by the construction 
|| of the Administration for the last three or four 
|| years, that limitation is entirely disregarded; and 
|| one great cause of the enormous deficiency which 
|| we are called upon this year to make up is the 
|| disregard of that limitation by the Executive. It 
| is because the President has seen fit, without con- 
|, sulting Congress, without asking its leave, to 
/ march an army on a war campaign under circum- 
|| stances of improvidence and carelessness, which, 
/in my judgment, entail a total loss of the whole 

deficiency in the quartermaster’s department 
| which that march has occasioned, that these vast 
| defiviencies exist. Nobody will pretend that the 
| troops now on the borders of Utah were sent there 
|| either prudently or wisely, or that their being ex- 
|| ‘posed to the dangers of a winter attack, or to the 
|| no less danger,of a winter spent on the plains, has 
‘| at all promoted the object of reducing Utah to 
| obedience to the General Government; and had 
‘application been made to Congress to authorize 
that proceeding, in my judgment, they would 
| have refused authority to commence, at an inaus- 
| picious season of the year, an expedition which 
| must necessarily result only in expenditure, and 
|| in nothing but expenditure. 

' | think, therefore, that the limitation in this 
| bill is a salutary declaration on the part of Con- 
| gress tha: they have reached the end of their pa- 
'tience with this perpetual misapplication and 
i squandering of the public funds, and that they 


| 





| 
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|| mean now to call the attention of the Executive. 


Departments of the Government to it, so that they 
shall confine themselves to the expenditures with- 
in the year; and thatif they wish to use the Army 
and Navy for purposes for which the money ap- 
propriated during the year is not sufficient, they 
shall come to Congress, specify the purposes, and 
ask a special appropriation, as they have done 
this session in asking for the new regiments of 
volunteers which we have authorized to operate 
m the campaign in Utah. It is for this purpose 
that I call the attention of ihe House to the im- 
portance of this amendment, and to the great loss 
the public service has sustained by the rejection 
of the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio to 
the bill which we considered a day or two ago. 
Mr. LETCHER. My colleague [Mr. Huwn- 
TER] in the Senate has exnlained this matter so 
clearly, in remarks submiced there, that | do not 
deem it necessary to do much more than to call 
the attention of the House to those remarks as 
they are reported in connection with the motion 
to strike out the proposition of the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Suerman,] in the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial bill. They are as follows: 
“Mr. Cottamer. [wish the Senator from Virginia to ex- 
plain the oceasion of striking out the second secuion. 
“Mr. Hunter. There isoceasion fordoingso. Thatsec- 
tion proposes to restrict the expenditures within the year. 
* Mr. Contamer. The second section confines the ex- 
penditures to the year; and why is it stricken out? 
_ © Mr. Hunter. Because itis found, from experience, that 
itis impossible to confine the appropriations of one year to 
the expenditures of that year. There is already a general 
| provision, which is a sufficient safeguard, that when an ap- 
| propriation is more than two years old, it goes to the sur- 
plus fund, and ean no longer be used. | am assured by the 
State Department—and J should have known it if Lhad not 
been so assured—that the evidences of many of the expend- 
| itures, within the year for which it is designed to provide, 
do not come in during the year, but perhaps early in the 
next succeeding fiscal year; and the effect of this sectioa 
| would be, that the money could not be applied to them, 
* Mr. CoLLaMER. It could if the expense accrued within 
the vear. 
| Mr. Hunwrer. Not according to the construction which 
the Department put upon it, and the construction which, 
I suppose, is designed by the House of Representatives.’’ 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 

/ extract which my friend from Virginia has read, 
shows that the gentleman from whose speech he 
has quoted, was laboring under the precise con- 

| fusion of ideas which I think has prevailed some- 

| what in this House. I suppose that money is 
| spent when it is due, that it is gone from the Gov- 

ernment when the Government ought to pay it. 

L take it that if, upon the western coast, an obli- 

gation is incurred and the accounts only are not 

sent in here to the Treasury Department, so that 

the money can be drawn, that is not a ease within 
| the provisions of the amendment of my friend 
from Ohio. That money is spent, and, no mat- 
ter how long it lay in the Treasury, it would be 
paid out on demand, till it goes back again with 
the unappropriated money; for two years the par- 
ties, by applying at the Treasury at any time, 
would have a right to receive that money. When, 
therefore, there is once an obligation on the part 
of the Government to pay it, the money is spent, 
and it may be paid after the year. For instance, 
suppose that on the western coast the Government 
|, has bought military stores in the quartermaster’s 

department, to the extent of $1,000,000: that 

’ money is expended for the use of that fiscal year. 
| When that expenditure is made, if the money is 
not on the coast, the person acting in the quarter- 
master’s department sends in his account to the 
Department here. It is possible that that account 
may get here before the fiscal year has expired. 
If it does, then the money is immediately deliv- 
ered over tohim. If the account does not get 
| here until after the fiscal year has expired, stilt 
| the money has been expended within the fiseal year, 
| for the service of that fiscal year, and can be paid at 
| any time, at least within the two years under the 
existing law. 
| Well now, what is the effect of the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio? It is this: suppose 
that an amount of money is appropriated for the 
use of the quartermaster’s department, and that 
all that money is not used in the course of the 
fiscal year for which it is appropriated; suppose 
that contracts have not been made for the supplies 
of the quartermaster’s department within that 
year and the year expires: then the effect of the 

imitation in theamend ment of the gentleman from 
| Ohio is, that after the expiration of the year there 
| can be no expenditure of that money made. 


| 
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Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. 


to the phraseology of my proposition. 
the words ‘* expenses which accrued or shall ac- 


erue.’’ The word “ accrue’’ has a definite mean- 
ing, and it is different entirely from the meaning 


of the words ‘* pay out.’?” When a debtaccrues, is | 
when it becomes due, when it becomes payable; | 


and therefore, whenever expenses accrue or be- 


come due and payable within the fiscal year, ther! 


they can be paid at any time. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 
the view that I have been endeavoring to explain; 
that whenever the money is due and owing, it is, 
for all practical purposes, expended. Your De- 
partments, under that provision of law, and, in 
my opinion, under the law as it now stands, have 
a right to make a bargain to spend money. But 
if the money is not already spent by a bargain, 
purchasing goods, or is not already due for the 
pay of soldiers, for instance, within the limits of 
the fiscal year, then the Government has no right 
to apply any portion of that money to the buying 
of new goods or the payment of soldiers after the 
expiration of that year, on the account of the next 
fiscal year. 


Mr. MILLSON. With the permission of my 


colleague, I desire to ask the gentleman from | 


Maryland a question. He avoids the difficulty 
that would result from the passage of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio by supposing 
that where there is an amount due by contract, 
although it may not be actually claimed or paid 
during the fiseal year, yet that it is considered as 


appropriated, and may be paid after the expira- | 


tion of the fiseal year. Now, I wantto puta 
question to him from which he will see, I think, 
that he does not get rid of the difficulty at all, by 
such a construction of the law. Suppose that the 
Government asked an appropriation of $100,000 
for the purpose of constructing or completing a 
particular work; a contract is made for materials 
involving an expenditure of only $20,000, but it 


is estimated at the Department that the cost of 


labor in constructing the work will be $80,000; 
and that work has to be done within the fiscal 
year. But the delay of the contractor to furnish 
the material within the fiscal year may prevent 
the Department from having the work performed, 
and the expense of the labor which ts not per- 
formed unul after the expiration of the fiscal year 
will not have accrued; and I ask the gentleman 
from Maryland whether, under this provision, it 
can be paid ? 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I suggest that ap- | 


propriations forthe purposes of building may not, 
in their nature, nor by the language of the bill, be 
confined to the service of the fiscal year. Itis for 
the accomplishment of a definite object, and not 
limited to any particular time. But if the lan- 
guage of the law show the appropriation to be 
confined to the year, then none can be used for 
expenses incurred after the year. But when 
money ts appropriated for the service of the quar- 


termaster’s department for a particular year, it is | 


limited to that particular period, and I say they 
have no right to go beyond. It is for the support 
of the Army for a particular period of ume. 

Mr. MILLSON, That begs the whole ques- 
tion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. \ Well, sir, to sat- 
isfy the mind of my friend from Virginia, 1 will 
say that you cannot adopt any other principle 
without running foul of the Constitution, Suap- 
pose we appropriate anoney here to the amount 
of $100,000,000 for the service of the quarter- 
master’s department for this year. ‘The Consti- 
tution says that no appropriation shall be made 


for the Army or Navy for a period of more than | 


two years. Does my honorable friend from Vir- 
ginia suppose that is no limitation upon it; or 
does he suppose that because the money is ap- 
propriated to be used within that one fiscai year 
it may lie as an unexpended balance, to be used 
at any period beyond the two years to which the 
appropriation is limited by the Constitution itself? 
It all comes at last to the construction of each 
particular law. Whenthe money is appropriated 
for a longer period no question can arise. If we 
appropriate money for the service of the Army or 
Navy for two years, then unquestionably that 
money cannot be used in any period beyond the 
two years; but if we appropriate money for the 
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Both the gentle- | support of the Army for the year ending June 30, | 
men have fallen under misapprehension in regard | 1857, is it conceivable that under the Constitution || 
They are | 


both lawyers, and will understand the meaning of 


That is exactly | 


June 8, 








eet een 
which is the amount necessary for the present 

ear, that we should only appropriate $100,009 
eaving the balance to be made up from the sur. 
plus holding over from the last year. These two 





or law that money may be used for the payment 
of expenses which accrue in 1852 or 1860? Such | 
a construction is in violation of the Constitution; || sums make up the required amount of $273,759 
nay, more, it assumes an inherent power in the Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. It is to prevent 
Executive to use money appropriated for a par- || exactly that application of the appropriation that 
ticular time at any other time he may see fit. It | this section is intendéd. 
assumes that the President can do anything we || Mr. LETCHER. Well, sir, I confess [ eqn. 
do not forbid, when the constitutional assump- | not understand the difference; the money has 
tion is that he can do nothing with money but || to be used, whether you appropriate the whole 
what we expressly authorize. If the law does not |, amount, or only appropriate enough to make up 
authorize the money to be used for any but one || the whale amount with the unexpended balance 
year, it is a gross usurpation to use it for another || on hand. 
year; for an appropriation limits money not Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. If there is an up. 
— toan object but to a specific time, and the | expended balance let it go back into the Treas. 
President can no more use money for a different || ury, and be reappropriated for the next year. ‘Tyo 
year or object than he can withoutany appropri- |, object | wish to have accomplished is to bring the 
ation at all. | Department under the control of Congressin their 
Mr. LETCHER. It strikes me that my friend || expenditures. 
from Maryland begs the entire question when he | Mr. LETCHER. Cui bono? The money must 
undertakes to say that this section does notapply || go back into the ‘Treasury, and be reappropriated 
in all cases—in other words, when he undertakes | if this provision isadopted. Now, if this $173,750 
to say that you cannot apply it toappropriations | was appropriated for the payment of the salaries 
for the construction of buildings, although there || of consuls, what difference does it make whether 
is nothing in the section indicating a purpose so | it is applied to the payment of these salaries for 
to apply it. [say the gentleman begs the entire ~ the present year, and only $100,000 appropriated 
question, and surrenders the principle which he || to make up the full amount oa or Whether 


is seeking to have ingrafted into our legislation. 
Now, sir, ifthis amendment is to be regarded as 


excepting anything, I take it that the officers of || 


the ‘Treasury, in construing it, must ascertain that 


the law limiting it to particular cases, and declar- 
ing that it shall not apply to other cases. Well, 
sir, let us see if there is any limitation of this sort 
in this second section, It reads: 

* That no part of the money herein appropriated shall be 
paid outof the Treasury for any expenses which accrued, 
or shall accrue, defore the connmmencement or after the term- 
ination of the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1859.” 


Is there any limitation in those words which 


|| the money goes back into the‘ 


Treasury, and you 
noe the full amount of $273,750 ? 
Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. It makes this dif- 


| ference. Itis the right of Congress to say whether 
exception from the identical words employed in || 


we will appropriate any money at all for this pur- 


| pose, and if Congress decides it will not, still the 


Executive may use the unexpended balance in 
defiance of the will of Congress, unless the prin- 


ciple which we contend for is recognized. 


Mr. LETCHER. I put it to my friend to say 
whether the State Department or the President 
could use this excess for any other purpose than 


| consular services ? 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Under the con- 


would authorize the Secretary of the Treasury, in || struction of the law and the practice of the De- 
case of a building, or of a contract for material, || partments, it seems to me that they can use it for 
or inany other conceivable case, to so construe || almost any purpose at any time. 
this law as to exempt any one thing for whichan | Mr. LETCHER. I imagine the gentleman 
appropriation was made, if the expenditure was || refers to the War Department. We have now 
not strictly confined within the limits of the year? |, upon the statute-book a provision of law which 
[t strikes me that it could not be so construed; | applies to the War and the Navy Departmeuis, 
that it is patent and palpable that it could not be || and whiclrauthorizes them, under certain cireum- 
so construed, | stances, to make contracts beyond the amount 
But my friend from Maryland says there is no || appropriated for the purpose. Is there any such 
trouble at all in executing this provision of law. || express authority, or can there be any contract 
Why. sir, if he will take the trouble to look at | connected with the consular and diplomatic ser- 
the estimates submitted at the opening of this ses- || vice, where this money could be so applied un- 
sion, he will find there are some sixteen million |, authorized by law? 
dollars appropriated in the last year, which areto || Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 


My friend will 


be expended for the purposes for which the appro- 
priations are made, in the next fiscal year. Now, 
sir, will it not, under the terms of this section, be 
absolut®ly necessary thatevery one of these items 
of expenditure should be strictly confined to the 
year for which itis appropriated. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. The language of 
this section only makes the provision apply to the 


allow me to make a suggestion. Suppose that 
this House should not be desirous of continuing 
a consulship at Liverpool, or anywhere else: if 
there is a balance of appropriation from the last 


_ year, it is out of our power to do so, unless we 


pass an affirmative law, because the President tan 
go onand pay him. Whereas, if annually we are 
called on to appropriate, we will have, as we ought 


money appropriated in this bill. to have, the absolute control of saying affirma- 
Mr. LETCHER. The principle is the same; | tively whether any money shall be expended for 
and the gentleman undertakes, not only to apply | that purpose or not. 


it to this bill, but to every bill that comes up. || Mr. LETCHER. All very true, Mr. Speaker; 


’'’he gentleman cannot get rid of the difficulty by || but if Congress should think that a consulship 


telling me that itonly applies to the moneys ap- | should be abolished, of course they will abolish 
propriated in this bill. |, it, and will not appropriate the money, because 
Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. My friend willdo me || there will be no reason then for the appropriation. 
the justice to allow me toexplain my position. [say | There can be none; but does that relieve the dif- 
the difference between this provision in the billand | ficulty here under this clause of the law? It strikes 
the one which the from gentleman Ohio proposed | me, not; but let us see: here is the law in regard 
toapply to another bill is, that in that case the ex- || to the surplus fund; let us see where my friend’s 
isting estimates were made upon the supposition | argument is going to take him. He says that, if 
that the balances of the last year could be applied | money is appropriated now, and that money is 
to the following year. To avoid that difficulty a ‘| intended to be applied to a particular purpose, 
proviso was added. That proviso was then neces- | and is not appiied, it is still applicable to that 
sary, because that wasa general enactment cover- | purpose, and does not revert to the Treasury, 
ing all appropriations, and the difference between | even under the two-years law. 
this bill and that is, that the limitation here only | Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. No, sir; it does not 
applied to the moneys appropriated in this bill. || say that. - I am not sure as to the construction of 
r. LETCHER. There is no difference in || the two-years law. 1 do not mean to express an 
principle, nor is there any reason why, if the prin- |, opinion on it, butit is probable that the operation 
ciple is applied here, it should not be applied gen- || of the two-years law is to carry back to the 








’ > . | 
erally. Lrefer, for instance, to page 42 of the esti- | 


, mates, in which the Secretary reports that there 


was a balance of $173,750 for the salaries of con- 
suls unexpended at the close of the last year. He 
reports that unexpended balance to the House, 
and asks that, instead of appropriating $273,000, 








Treasury everything which is not actually paid 
out. That is my impression of the effect of it. 
Not merely that which is unexpended, but that 
which is not actually paid out. ; 
Mr. LETCHER. Precisely; and I maintain 


that there cannot be a constructive expenditure of 
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the public money; that, under any law Congress 
passes, to be called an expenditure, it must be act- | 
ually paid owt. But let us look at the provisions | 
of this act. The fifth section reads as follows: | 


‘«< Where any moneys shall have remained unexpended 
upon any appropriations by law, other than for the payment 
of interest on the funded debt, or the payment of interest 
and reimbursement according tq contract of any loan or 
joans made on account of the t nited Siates, as hkewise 
moneys appropriated for a purpose in respect to which a 
jarger donation is specially assigned by law, for more than 
two years after expiration of the fiscal year in which the act 
shall have been passed, all and any such appropriations 
shall be deemed to have ceased and been determined ; and 
the moneys so unexpended shall be immediately thereafter 





carried, under the direction of the Secretary of the Treas- | 


ury, to the account on the books of the Treasury denomi- 
nated the ‘surplus fund,’ to remain, like other unappropri- 
ated moneys, in the Treasury ; end it shall not be lawful, 
for any cause or pretense whatsoever, to transfer, withdraw, 
apply, or use for any purpose whatever, any moneys carried, 
as aforesaid, to the surplus fund, without further and spe- 
cific appropriations by law.”? 


That act was passed on the 26th day of August, 


1942. It was reported, sir, by Mr. Fillmore, and || 


passed by his political friends, who then had a 


majority in each House of Congress. It wasap- || 


proved by the President, whom my friend from 
Maryland aided in electing, and is, I think, a most 


wise and excellent law, that ought not to be al- |, 


tered or repealed. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. My friend must 


recollect that that does not vary the construction || 


of the law. 


Mr. LETCHER. It does this: where there is | 
that restriction placed upon the officers of the || 
Government, aceording to the terms and provis- | 


ions of that law, it is clear and distinct that they 
cannot, under the concluding terms, apply this 
money in any other way, when the two years 
expire, than to return it to the Treasury; and 
there it remains until it shall be specifically ap- 

lied by legislative action on the part of the two 
oval of Congress, and approved by the Pres- 
ident. 

Well, sir, I now ask, in the terms of my col- 
league in the other end of the Capitol, whether 
that restriction upon the President and the De- 
partments is not ample for the purposes of pro- 


tecting the public funds from any misapplication | 


on their part to any purposes not intended by 
Congress? 

But let us see how this matter will work out, 
according to the views of my friend from Mary- 
land. We had, some time ago, to run a bound- 
ary line between the United States and Great Brit- 
ain. We madea specific appropriation of somuch 


money for the purpose of running and marking | 


that boundary line. It was not intended, at the 
time of its passage, that this line could be run and 
marked in the space of twelve months, but that it 


might be run and marked in the space of two years, | 


ora less time. Now, sir, under the operation of 
the doctrine which is insisted upon by my friends 
upon the other side, whatever amount was un- 
applied at the close of the fiscal year after the 
passage of the bill, would have to go back into the 
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But let us look at our own country. 
a portion of it lying upon the Pacific coast, thou- 
sands of miles distant from this point; and when 
appropriations are made, it requires months to 
communicate with the officers there, and make 
the necessary arrangements for the purpose of 
| executing the laws of Congress. My friend from 
| Maryland (Mr. Davis} and myself both know 
| that during the present session of Congress the 
| returns for the Indian service from that distant 
| portion of our country did not arrive here in time 
to be submitted to the Committee of Ways and 
Means with the annual reports at the opening of 
|| the session. And they never did come in to us, 
I believe, till the latter part of the month of April, 
some four months after Congress had convened. 
Now, we see, at once, that where this correspond - 
|| ence has to be carried on, where instructions have 
|| to be given, and parties to be heard from, you 


purpose for which Congress designed it. 

Then, I say, this restriction would operate 
badly; and I say that while we have this two- 
| years restriction, we have every protection that 

the Treasury needs, and have, at the same time, 
none of the embarrassments that would grow out 
| of the provision which it is proposed to Insert in 
the appropriation bill. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
previous question. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. 
better have a call of the House. 

Mr. GROW. I wish the gentleman would 


| 


I move the 


I think we had 


_ to let me introduce a bill to have printed and re- 
| ferred. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, declined. 
The previous question was seconded. 


| Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. 
‘| rum in the House? 


The SPEAKER. There was no division called | 


for, and the fact whether there is a quorum or net 
| Was not ascertained. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Did I under- 
stand the Speaker to announce his decision? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair announced that 
the previous question had been seconded, and 
was just announcing that the main question was 
ordered, when the gentleman from Maryland rose. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. 1 do not insist on | 


my point of order. 
The main question was then ordered. 
| Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I am ap- 
| peer to by the gentlemen from Pennsylvania and 
ndiana to give way to introduce bills. I desire 


| to have a little private bill for the relief of one of 


| my constituents taken up. It is a bill which 
| passed the Senate, and if there is no objection | 
|| will move to suspend the rules so as to discharge 


|| the Committee of the Whole House from its fur- 
|| ther consideration. It is Senate bill (No. 230) 


|| Hay, deceased. 
Mr. CLEMENS. 


Here is 1) 
' ayes 64, noes 45. 


may lose one half or more of the entire year before | 
you can apply a dollar of the appropriation to the | 


withdraw the demand for the previous question | 


Is there a quo- | 


|| for the relief of the legal representatives of Daniel || 


Treasury, and could not be applied to the pur- | 
nose of running or marking this line, for which it || Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
iad been by law specifically set apart. But, if it || suspend the rules. 

is not done within two years, under this law of | he SPEAKER. The motion to suspend the 
1842, whatever was unexpended at the end of two | rules cannot be entertained. 


I object. 
I move to 


years, goes back into the Treasury. Under their | 


view, the object would be to return at the close of 
the first year whatever was left unapplied to the 
purpose, although it may then be in progress of 
execution; and it woul 


plish what one act of legislation would effect as 
the law now stands. 

Now, sir, can it be a matter of so much import- 
ance that where a purpose of this sort is to be 
effected you shall make an annual appropriation? 


You know, at the time you make it, you cannot | 


accomplish the purpose within the year, and at 
the same time you make it with the understanding 


that you are to come back next year to appropriate || 
again. What good end would such legislation | 
Subserve? Would it save the Treasary? Would | 
itexpedite the work? Would it facilitate the pur- | 


pose Congress had in view in making the appro- 
gg in the first instance? 1 apprehend not. 
Vhile it would accomplish none of these pur- 
oses, it might be productive of very serious em- 
arrassment and difficulty to the Departments of 


the Government who have these expenditures in | 


charge. 


require, therefore, the | 
legislation of two successive sessions to accom- | 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Then I hope 
| that my friend from Virginia will withdraw his 
|| objection. 
|| Mr. CLEMENS. There is nota quorum here; 
the bill appropriates money, and I object. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. This isa 


| at last Congress. 
Virginia will withdraw his objection. 
|| Mr. CLEMENS withdrew his objection. 
|| Mr. GROW. I desire the consentof the House 
| to permit me to introduce a bill for reference and 
to be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Is itin order to 
transact business without a quorum ? 

The SPEAKER. | It is not. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Lilinois. But it has not been 
|| announced that there is no quorum. 
| Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland.. I think the House 
|| is setting a bad precedent; and I move that the 
\| House do now adjourn. 





tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CLemMENs 
and Burrinron were appointed - 


i 


| 
| 
{ 


bill the exact en one which was passed || 
hope the gentleman from | 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, demanded | 


“Mr. HOWARD demanded the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. : 
So the motion was agreed to; and thereupon 

(at twenty minutes past four o’clock, p. m.) the 
House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, June 4, 1858. 


Prayer by Rev. T. M. Carson. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 


ate a report of the Postmaster General, commu- 
nicating, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate, information relative to the lists of post 
offices, regulations, &c., published by George S. 
Gideon in 1855, and by John C. Rives in 1857; 
which, on motion of Mr. Stuart, was ordered to 
lie on the table, and be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BRIGHT presented the petition of J. W. 
Cummins, for himself and other temporary clerks 
employed under authority of law, praying to be 
allowed the benefit of the act of April 22, 1854; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr: FOSTER presented the petition of George 
B. Bacon, who performed the duties of purser, 
while holding an appointment as captain’s clerk, 
on board the sloop-of-war Portsmouth, praying 
compensetion for his services as purser; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Auten, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed a bill (H. R. No. 538) for the 
relief of settlers on certain lands in the State of 
Illinois, in which the concurrence of the Senate 

| was requested. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced thatthe Speaker 
of the House of Representatives had signed the 
enrolled bill entitled ** An act authorizing the 
President of the United States, in conjunction 
with the State of ‘Texas, to run and mark the 
boundary line between the Territories of the 
United States and the State of Texas;’’ which 
thereupon received the signature of the Vice Pres- 
ident. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (No. 538) from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, for the relief of setilers on certain lands 
in the State of Illinois, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. STUART asked, and by unanimous con- 


|| sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
|| 432) to amend an act entitled ** An act making 
appropriations for the service of the Post Office 
Department during the fiscal year ending the 30th 
| of June, 1856;’’ which was read twice by its title, 
| and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. STUART also asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
| 433) to run, mark, and survey the western bound- 
| ary of the State of Minnesota; which was read 


|| twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
| on Public Lands. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN, fron: the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial 
of the executive board of the American Indian 
Aid Association, reported adversely thereon, the 
existing law making sufficient provision on the 
subjects treated of in the memorial. 

_ Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs and Militia, to whom was referred the 
petition of R. F. Hunter, praying to be eredited 
for public moneys stolen while in his possession, 
_ submitted an adverse report thereon. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. No. 
556) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post Office Department during the fiscal year end- 
|| ing the 30th of June, 1859, reported it without 
|| amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
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was referred the bill (H. R. No. 555) to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian depart- 
ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the year ending June 
30, 1858, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey, from the 
Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the petition of John H, Yewell, praying to be 
allowed a pension, submitted an adverse report. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, who were instructed by a 
resolution of the Senate to inquire whether the 
post office laws authorize a postmaster to refuse 
to deliver letters to a person authorized to receive 
them by the individuals to whom they are ad- 
dressed, and if any legislation be required on the 
subject, submitted a letter of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral in relation to the subject; which was ordered 
to be printed, 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom were referred the following bills 
fromthe [louse of Representatives, reported them 
back withoutamendment, and recommended their 
mssage: 

A bill (No. 534) for the relief of Allen Smith; 

A bill (No. 221) for the relief of Mary Bain- 
bridge; 

A bill (No. 239) for the relief of Zina Williams; 

A bill (No. 459) granting an invalid pensjon to 
Silas Stevens, of Virginia; and 

A bill (No. 529) for the relief of Samuel Good- 
rich, jr. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (El. R. No. 224) for the re- 
lief of Stephen Bunnell, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. JONES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 423) for the 
relief of Jane Perry, reported it without amend- 
ment, and asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the same, and that the petitioner 
have leave to withdraw her papers; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. KING, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (HI. R. No. 233) 
for the relief of Sylvanus Burnham, reported it 
without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (EI. R. No. 366) for the re- 
hef of John Duncan, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 464) for the re- 
lief of Cornelius H. Latham, reported it without 
amendment. 

IIe also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 532) for the re- 
lef of Ebenezer [litebeock, reported it without 
amendmert and adversely. 


Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Pensions, | 


to whom was referred the bill (H.R. No. 511) 
for the relief of Nehemiah S. Draper and William 


Holden, heirs-at-law of Mary Draper, deceased, | 


reported it without amendment and adversely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referved the bill (1. R. No. 528) for the re- 
lef of Juduh Nott, reported it without amend- 
Ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H.R. No. 458) for the re- 
hef of Evelina Porter, widow of the late Com- 
modore David Porter, of the United States Navy, 
reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill {H. R. No. 277) for the re- 


lef of Mary Boyle, reported it without amend- 


ment, 


Affairs and Miliua, to whom was referred the 
bill (ld. R. No. 506) for the relief of the admin- 
istrator of Horatio Boultbee, deceased, reported 
it without amendment and adversely. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, te whom was referred 
the bill (tL. R. No. 321) for the relief of John B. 
Roper, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 200) in relation to 
the duties of postmasiers, reported it without 
amendment, and that it ought not to pass. 

Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey, from the 
Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 


the following bills from the House of Represent- 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military 
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amendment: 
A bill (No. 531) for the relief of John Perry, 
of Illinois; 


A bill (No. 457) for the relief of Kennedy 
O’Brien; and 


A bill (No. 527) for the relief of Phineas G. 
Pearson. 
tle also, from the same committee, to whom 


amendment and adversely. 

Mr.’ THOMPSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, reported them without amendment: 

A bill (CH. R. No. 529) for the relief of John C. 
Rathbun; and 

A bill (EH. R. No. 345) for the relief of Nancy 
Magill, of Ohio. 

Mr. STUART, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. No. 
246) for the relief of certain settlers on the public 
lands in the State of Wisconsin, reported it with- 
out amendment. 


mittee on Public Lands, to whom was referred 


relief of Theresa Dardenne, widow of Abraham 
| Dardenne, deceased,and theirchildren. The bill 
was read, and passed to a second reading, and the 
report was ordered to be printed. 


was referred the bill (S. No. 54) to revive an act 
entitled ‘*An act for the relief of the representa- 
tives of John Donelson, Stephen Heard, and oth- 


|} amendment. 


to whom was referred the petition of James T. 
| V. Thompson, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill (S. No. 435) for the relief of James T. 
V. Thompson” The bill was read, and passed 
to a second reading, and the report was ordered 
to be printed. 





was referred the memorial of Peter Trezvant, re- 


Trezvant for supplies furnished certain troops 
during the revolutionary war; which was read, 
| and passed to a second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Charies M. Perry, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 
439) for the relief of Charles M. Perry. The bill 
was read and passed to a second reading; and the 
report was ordered to be printed. 


ents and the Patent Office, to whom was referred 
the petition of Nathaniel Hayward, submitted a 
report, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 436) for the 
relief of Nathaniel Hayward. The bill was read, 
and passed to a second reading; and the report 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POLK, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the report of the Court of 
Claims on the claim of Joseph Clymer, submit- 
ted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 438) 
| for the relief of Josep Clymer. The bill was 
read, and passed to a second reading; and the re- 
| port was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, from the Com- 
mittee on Printing, to whom was referred a mo- 
| tion to print one thousand extra copies of the 
report on commercial relations, for the State De- 
partment, reported in favor of the motion; and it 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a motion to print certain papers re- 
lating to the case of Schuyler Livingston, re- 
ported in favor of printing the same; and the mo- 
tion was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a motion to print the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury relative to thea a 
ment and compensation of A. G. Penn an 





La Sére, reported in favor of printing the same; _ 


and the motion was agreed to, 


PRINTING OF BOOKS. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I am directed, 
by the Joint Committee’on Public Printing, who 


A bill (No. 346) for the relief of William Sutton; | 


was referred the bill (H. R. No, 267) for the re- | 
lief of Timothy L. O’Keeffee, reported it without | 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, from the Com- | 


the petition of Theresa Dardenne, submitted a re- | 
port, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 434) for the | 


He also, from the same committee, to whom | 


ers,’’ approved May 24, 1824, reported it with an | 


Mr. LVERSON, from the Committee on Claims, | 


He also, from the same committee, to whom 


ported a bill (S. No. 437) to refund to the State of || 
Georgia the amount paid by said State to Peter 


Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on Pat- 


mile | 


_ June 4, 


— 


atives, severally reported them back without | were instructed by a resolution of the House of 








Representatives of the 5th of April last, “to jy. 
| Quire into the propriety of suspending the print. 
|, ing of any books which may have been orwered |, 
any previous Congress; and if the printing of an 
of said books has been commenced, that the 
inquire how far the work has progressed, and 
_ whether it is proper ¢o discontinue their publica. 
tion, and pay for the work which may have been 
done; and that they report, by bill or otherwise,” 
to submit a report, accompanied by a couple of 
| resolutions, counterparts of which have alread 
|, been adopted in the House of Representatives 
' and whieh are the results of the investigations 
/ made by the Joint Committee on Public Printing, 
| If these resolutions shall be adopted in the Sen. 
|| ate,as they have been in the House of Represent. 
| atives, they willeffect a saving of some three hun. 
| dred and thirty thousand dollars on the public 
printing this year in regard to three outstanding 
unfinished works, to wit: the Pacific railroad sur. 
| vey, the Mexican boundary survey, and the Chijj 
astronomical exploration. 1 ask the adoption of 
{| these resolutions. I presume it will hardly be 
|| necessary to consume the time of the Senate by 
| reading the report in full. 
| Mr. KING. If itis to be acted on it ought to 
be read. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Very well; read 
| the report. 


The Secretary read it, as follows: 


That they have carefully examined into the matters re. 
ferred to them, and have found that all the reports ordered 
to be printed by Cougress previous to the present session 
have either been completed, or are in such a state of for- 
wardness that the suspension of the publication of either 
| of them would result in the loss of much valuable informa. 
tion to the country, which has been collected at very great 
expense. 

Their investigations, however, have led them to the con- 
clasion that, while they recommend the completion of the 
printing of all the reports heretofore ordered, the number 
| of copies may be so reduced upon some of the volumes, not 
| yet printed, as to effect a very considerable saving of the 
| public money, and, at the same time, furnish as many copies 
| of each as will meet all the just requirements of the Goy- 
ernment and of the public. 
| The unfinished works are three in number, as follows: 

1. The report of the results of the United States naval 
astronomical expedition to Chili, ordered to be printed at 
the first session of the Thirty-Third Congress. This work 
will comprise six volumes, four of which are printed ; and 
the prinung of the remaining two are progressing simulta- 
neously. ‘The number of extra eopics being smali—one 
| thousand for the Senate and two thousand for the House— 
|| the saving of expense to be effected by resvinding the res- 
| Olutions to print them would be so inconsiderable that the 
| eominittee do not deem it expedient to recommend any in- 

terierence with existing orders. 
| 2. Reporis of explorations and surveys to ascertain the 

most practicable route*for a railroad from the Mississippi 
| river to the Pacific ocean. These reports will make tweive 
large quarto volumes, (including one volume of charts,) elab- 
| orately illustrated. ‘The Senate has ordered the printing of 
| twelve thousand four hundred copies, and the House eleven 
thousand five hundred and twenty copies. The printing of 
|| eight volumes has been completed ; the ninth and tenth have 
|| been nearly finished; the eleventh (comprising the narra- 
|| tive of Governor Stevens’s expedition) has not yet been 
| commenced, nor the copy furnished ; and the priixting of 
| the twelfth, being the volume of charts, has not yet been 
commenced, though the whole expense of engraving these 
charts in copper, amounting to about forty-five thousand 
|| dollars, has been incurred. Inasmuch as the volume com- 
|| prising the narrative of Governor Stevens’s expedition will 
| not be prepared in time to commence the printing previous 
| to the next session of Congress, and, as a disposition is man- 
|| ifested to curtail all expenditures in reference to this work 
|| that can with propriety be made, your committee submit a 
| resolution herewith which dispenses with the publication 
|| of this volume until Congress shall otherwise direct. ‘The 
|| cost of this volume is estimated at $103,000. 
| The committee also recommend thatthe number of copies 
|| of the volume of charts be reduced from twenty. three thou- 
sand nine hundred and twenty to three thousand nine hun- 
‘| dred and twenty copies, which will give the usual number 
of copies for the two Houses of Congress, five hundred 
|| copies for the use of the War Department, and fifty copies, 
|| heretofore erdered by the Senate, to each of the officers 
commanding expeditions. This will effect a saving of up- 
|| wards of eighty thousand dollars. Stould the wants of the 
|| Government hereafter require an additional number of these 
| charts they could be procured at small expense, as the plates 
|| from which they are printed are the property of Cofigress, 
and will be preserved for future use. 
|| 3. Report of the United States commissioner to survey the 
| boundary line between the United States and the Republic of 
| Mexico, ordered to be printed at the first session of the Thir- 
|| ty-Fourth Congress. This-report comprises two volumes, 
|| the first of which has been completed. Of the second vol- 
| ume, the Senate has ordered we printing of two thousand 
| extra copies; and, if the order of the House to print the re- 
|| port included also the printing of the appendix, or second 
| volume, there are required for the House ten thousand extra 
|| copies. This velume will contain about five hundred pages 
|| of text and two hundred and eighty-two pages of illustra- 
| tions, and its entire cost will be $107,000. The engraved 
| plates for this volume have all been contracted for, undtr 
| the authority of the Secretary of the Interior, and are nearly 
' completed. 
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As the number of copies ordered appears to be more than 
the public interests require, the committee recommend that 
it be reduced to one thousand extra copies for the Senate, 
and three thousand for the House, thereby effecting a sav- 
ing of about sixty thousand dollars. 

There are, also, six large index maps, engraved on cop- 
per; butas they are not intended to be bound in either of the 
volumes of the report. and as there appears to be no general 
interest attached to them, it is recommended that they be 
turned over to the Secretary of the Interior, who cau have 
copies printed, from time to time, as the public interests 
may require. ’ 

The amount required to complete the printing and bind- 
ing of these three reports, with the illustrations, is estimated 
at $643.423. To stop all of them, at present, would effect 

an apparent saving ot probably four hundred thousand dol- 
lars; but this would cut off entirely the fourth and fifth 
volumes of the Astronomical Report, four volumes of the 
Pacific Railroad Report, and the second volume of the Mex- 
ican Boundary Report, and would render wholly valueless 
printed and engraved matter, which has either been paid 
for. or is yet to pay for, amounting to more than half a mil- 
lion dollars, much of which, doubtless, is absolutely neces- 
sary for the uses of Government, and all of which is valuable 
or interesting tothe public. If, however, the reeommend- 
ations of the committee meet the approbation of Congress, 
it is believed that the sum of $316,000 will complete all these 
reports in reduced numbers, (though sufficiently large for 
all necessary purposes,) and a saving thereby effected of 
about three hundred and thirty thousand dollars. 

The committee therefore recommend the adoption of the 
following resolut'ens: 

Resolved, That the resolution of the Senate of the 24th 
of February, 1855, directing the printing of eleven thousand 
extra copies of the reports of the explorations and surveys 
toascertain the most practicable and economical route for 
arailroad from the Mississippi river to the Pacific ocean, 
be so far modified as that no extra copies of the volume of 
charts be printed for distribution by the members of the 
Senate; and that the printing of the volume comprising the 
narrative of the expedition under Governor Stevens be sus- 
pended until the further order of the Senate. 

Resolved, That the resolution of the Senate of the 15th 
of August, 1856, which directs the printing of two thousand 
extra copies of the appendix to the report of Major Emory 
on the Mexican boundary survey, be so far modified as to 
authorize the printing of only one thousand extra copies of 
said report. 

The committee would further report, that the sums ne- 
cessary to complete the works herein specified, in accord- 
ance with the plan recommended by your conmnittee, are 
as follows: 

For printing ordered by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives during the Thirty-Third and Thirty-Fourth.Con- 
gresses, and paper for the same, $80,000. 

For binding documents ordered to be printed by the House 
of Representatives during the Thirty-Third and Thirty 
Fourth Congresses, and for engravings, lithographs, and 
electrotypes for the same, $123,000. 

For binding documents ordered to be printed during the 


Thirty-Third and Thirty-Fourth Congresses, and for engrav- | 


ings, lithographs, and electrotypes for the same, $113,000. 
All of which is respectfully submitted. 
The resolutions were considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 


JOHN JONES. 

Mr. FOSTER. I am directed by the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 456) granting an invalid pension to 
Brevet Major John Jones, of Tennessee, to report 
it back, with an amendment; andas thisis a very 
pegs! case, and the petitioner is a very old man, 

ask that the bill be considered at the present 
ume. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R, No. 456) granting an invalid pen- 
sion to Brevet Major John Jones, of Tennessee. 

The original bill directed the Secretary of the 
Interior to place the name of Brevet Major John 
Jones, of Tennessee, on the invalid pension roll, 
and pay him a pension, at the rate of twenty-five 


dollars per month, from the 4th of September, 


1856, and to continue during his natural life. 


The committee reported it with an amendment 
to strike out all after the word * month,”’ in the 
sixth line, and insert, ‘* from and after the date 
of his application, and to continue during his nat- 


ural life,’’ so as to make the bill read: 


That the Secretary of tue Interior be, and be is hereby, 
directed to place the name of Brevet Major John Jones, of 
Tennessee, on the invalid pension roll, and pay him a pen- 
Sion at the rate of forty dollars per month, from and after 
the date of his application, and to continue during his nat- 


ural life. 


_ Mr. POLK. 
iM originally was, read. 
The Secretary read it. 


Mr. JONES: The amendment is simply to 


I should like to hear the bill, as 


months’ pension. The House proposes to give 


him three months more than we do by the amend- 


ment. 
Mr. POLK. I think he ought to have it. I 
| want the House bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in and ordered | 
| to be engrossed, and the bill to be read a third 

time. It was read the third time, and passed. 


EXTENSION OF THE SESSION. 
Mr. IVERSON. If there be no further reports 


I want to make a motion. 

Mr. WILSON. I wish to ask the Senator from 
Georgia to allow me to take up a bill that came | 
| from the Committee on Military Affairs, of which | 
| he is a member, and I think it will take no time. | 
| We have a letter from the Adjutant General on 

the subject. 

Mr. IVERSON, Is it a private bill? 

Mr. WILSON. No, sir. It is the bill in re- 
| lation to enlistments and administering oaths in 

the Army. 

Mr. IVERSON. To-day is set apart for the 
| Private Calendar, and I am disposed to go on with 
| it; but I will give way to the Senator, if his bill 

will lead to no debate. 

Mr. SEWARD. I wish toappeal to both the 
honorable Senators to call up the resolution in 
regard to the adjournment. 

Mr. LVERSON. That isa privileged question, 
_and I suppose the Senator can make the motion 
at any time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzpar- 
RIcK in the chair.) The Chair will remark, that 
| at the first blush he thought it not in order to 
consider this resolution to-day. On subsequent | 
_ reflection, at the suggestion of gentlemen more 


| 


| conversant with the rules than the present occu- 

pant of the chair, he inclines to the opinion that | 

it is a privileged question, and therefore, if the | 
| Senator makes the motion, it can be considered. 

| The Senate proceeded to consider the message 

of the House, announcing that the IHlouse had 

| passed the resolution of the Senate in reference to 

| the finaladjournment, with an amendmentto strike 

| out ** Monday, the 14th,’ and in lieu thereof to 
insert ** Thursday, the 10th.” 

| Mr.SEWARD. 1 desire to vote against that 

‘| amendment, and ask the yeas and nays upon it. 

| Mr. MASON. I submit to the better knowl- 

\| edge, on this matter, of the Senator from New 

| York, that it would be proper to let the resolution 
lie until next week, and see if we cannot finish 
up the business. I presume we can. 

Mr. FOOT. Without action, the old resolu- 
tion stands. 
Mr. SEWARD. We shall have to adjourn on 
Monday, if we do not act. 
| Mr. MASON. It shows that [ was fortunate 
'| in appealing to the Senator’s better inteiligence. 
The yea, and nays were ordered. 

| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 

| is on concurring in the amendment of the House 

|, of Representatives. 

| Mr. FOSTER. I suppose we are all agreed 

| that it is better to continue the session until 

| Thursday, than to adjourn on Monday. If we 
| vote this amendment down, in my belief, we shall 

/ adjourn on Monday. I think it better, therefore, 
to adopt the House amendment; and if, on Thurs- 

| day, a necessity should exist for a continuance, 

| I have no doubt it will be continued. I hope the 

Senate will concur in the amendmentof the Llouse. 

| Mr. GWEN. I have not the most remote idea 

|| that the House will adhere to their amendment, 

| if we vote itdown. I hope it willbe voted down. 

| Weare justas little qualified to adjourn en Thurs- 
|| day, as we are on Soadan. 

Mr. HALE. 1| donot believe that I ever knew 
the business of the session done up so closely as 
it will be done if we adjourn on Monday, since I 

| have been a member of Congress, now some fif- 

| teen years. Still, togratify the whims of some gen- 


| tlemen who think it is necessary to make ashow, | 


- - . . . 9 
but I can tell the Senator from California that if 
he thinks the House will back down further than 
that, he is exceedingly mistaken. 

Mr. GWIN. Let us try them, anyhow. 

Mr. HALE, and others. We will not try 
them. 
The question being taken by a and nays, 

resulted—yeas 29, nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Broderick, Brown, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clay, Clingman, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, 
Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Fitzpatrick, Foster, Green, 
Hale, Hamlin, Hammond, Johnson of Arkansas, Pearce, 
Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Simmons, Thompson of Kentucky, * 
Toombs, Wade, and Wright—29. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benjamin, Bigler, Bright, Davis, 
Fitch, Poot, Gwin, Harlan, Hayne, Houston, Hunter, Iver- 
son, Johnson of Tennessee, Jones, Kennedy, King, Maliory, 
Mason, Polk, Seward, Slidell, Stuart, Thomson of New 
Jersey, Trumbull, Wilson, and Yulee —27. 

So the amendment of the House was con- 
curred in. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HUNTER. I wish to submita motion to 
postpone all prior orders for the purpose of taking 
up the naval appropriation bill 

Mr. YULEE. I hope the Senator will give us 
until one o’clock, before the motion is pressed. 

Mr. HUNTER. I want to try the sense of 
the Senate. We have determined to adjourn on 
Thursday, and if so, we must go on with these 
bills. 

Mr. SEWARD. 1 call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WILSON. Lhope the Senator will give 
way and allow me to move to take up a bill 

Mr. HUNTER. If I give way to one, I must 
give way toall. I want the sense of the Senate 
upon it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ILhope, if the Senator from 
Virginia will not give way, that we shall vote 
down his proposition. Give us the morning hour. 
We can pass a number of private bills. The par- 
ties are importunate about them. The Senator 
from Virginia has the whole day after one o’clock. 

Mr. HUNTER. After one o’clock, there will 
be an order for private bills. If it were not for 
that I might yield. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We shall all agree, I ap- 
prehend, by general consent, that at one o’clock 
we shall take up the appropriation bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. I withdraw my motion if the 
understanding is that we shall take up the appro- 
priation bills at that time. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will agree to it. 

Mr. PUGH. lL objecttoit. I think the Sen- 
ator from Virginia took last Friday for his appro- 
priation bills. We have had but one private bill 
day during the session, and I hope the motion 
will be voted down. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think, then, we had better 
take the sense of the Senate. I shall submit to 
whatever it is very cheerfully. 

Mr. IVERSON. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the Private Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. HUNTER. My motion is pending. 

Mr. IVERSON. , Winat is the motion ? 

The PReSIDING OFFICER. To postpone 
all prior orders, and take up the naval appropri- 
ation biil. 

Mr. IVERSON. I trust that motion will not 
prevail; but that the Senate will proceed to act on 
the Private Calendar, at least so far as to act on 
Senate bills that may not be objected to. We may 
postpone the House bills until next week, and act 
on them on Tuesday, because it is not essential 
that they should be acted on to-day; but we can 
make much progress with the bills reported in 
this branch, which may not give rise to debate, 
if we commence where we left off the last day we 
had the Calendar under consideration. It will be 
useful and proper that they should be passed, so 
that they can go to the House of Representatives 
before the termination of the session, in order that 
they may be acted on there, and receive the sanc- 
tion of the Elouse of Representatives. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FOOT. I understand there are one hun- 





prevent the payment of back pay, to cut off three || I shall vote to concur in the House amendment; | dred and fifty private bills on our table from the 
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Liouse of Representatives. Unless they are ected 
on to-day, ] see no chance at all for acting on them 
in the Senate. I think we had better go to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. I amas much in favor of dispos- 
ing of the private bills as anybody here; but I 
think we ought to pass the appropriation bills 
first, and then we can pass the private bills. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulied—yeas 27, nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS —Mesers. Bayard, Bigler, Cameron, Clay, Cling 
man, Collamer, Davis, Dixon, Durkee, Fessenden, Fitzpat 
nek, Gwin, Hale, Hammond, Hayne, Hunter, Johnson of 
Arkansas, Mason, Pearce. Polk, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, 
Thomeon of New Jersey, Toombs, Wright, and Yulee—27. 

NAYS— Messrs. Aljen, Bell, Benjamin, Bright, Broder 
ick, Brown, Chandler, Doolittle, Fitch, Foot, Foster, Green, 
liamiin, Harlan, Houston, Iverson, Johnson of Tennessee, 
Jones, Kennedy, King, Mallory, Pugh, Seward, Simmons, 
‘Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—2v7. 


So the motion was not acreed to. 


Mr. IVERSON. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the Private Calendar, 
beginning where we left off when the Calendar 
was up before, and acting on those bills which 
shall not give rise to debate. 

Mr. GWIN.  lobjectto that, and hope the or- 
der will be reversed. 

Mr. IVERSON. I can only say, that at the 
commencement of the Calendar the first two or 
three cases are the most debatable cases on the 
Calendar, and if we take them up, we shall oc- 
cupy the whole day in debating them, and prob- 
ably not pass one of them; whereas, if we go on 
with those bills that shall give rise to no debate, 
we shall do some good. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I insist that we go through 
with the public business. 

Mr. IVERSON. I submit my motion, and let 
the Senate decide it. Lask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and taken, 
with the following result: 

YEAS—-Messrs. Bell, Benjamin, Bigler, Bright, Brown, 
Davis, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Fiteb, Fitz- 
pa. Foot, Foster, Hamlin, Houston, Iverson, Jones, 

ennedy, Matlory, Mason, Polk, Pugh, Reid, Seward, Sim 
mons, Slidell, Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, Trumbull, 
Wade, and Wilson—. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Clav, Clingman, Green, 
Gwin, Hammond, Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, 
Wright, and Yulee—11. 


So the motion was agreed to. 
MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


The first bill on the Calendar was the bill {S. 
No. 383) for the relief of Myra Clark Gaines. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of Myra Clark Gaines, widow of the 
late Major General Edmund P. Gaines, on the 
pension roll, at the rate of half the pay per month 
to which he was entitled at his death, to com- 
mence from the 6th of June, 1849, and to con- 
tinue during her natural life. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Read the report in that case. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzpar- 
nick.) No report accompanies the bill. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Then I object to it. 


OLIVER P. HOVEY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
next proceeded to consider the bill (H.R. No. 
956) for the relief of Oliver P. Hovey. 

It directs the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to pay 
to Oliver P. Hovey $1,555, compensation for 
printing the * Kearny Code’ of laws for New 
Mexico, in 1856. 

Mr. KING. I do not see how this Govern- 
ment is hable. The claim should, I think, be 
against the government of New Mexico. Lobject 
to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be 
passed over, 

Mr. KING subsequently said: I ask that the 
bill which was laid overin relation to printing the 
laws of New Mexico be passed, On examination 
and a statement of that case, 1 am satisfied that 
there is no just objection to it. IT waive my ob- 
jection, and ask that the bill be passed, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
256) for the relief of Oliver P. Hovey. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the | 
third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM MONEY. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, | 


liam Money, was read a second time, and consid- | 


ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It authovizes the Secretary of the Treasury to 
inquire into the alleged seizure of certain horses 
in California, by the orders of General Kearny, 
said to be tae property of William Money; and 
the value of the horses seized, which were appro- 
priated to the use of the Army of the United States, 
and to pay the value of each horse. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Is there areportin that case ? 
I wish to hear it read. 

The Secretary read the report, from which it 
appears that the claim is for forty-five horses 
seized under the orders of General Kearny in 
California, and for other articles lost, as he avers, 
in consequence of the conduct of the troops. The 
horses are valued at $100 each. The memorialist 
alleves that he had been engaged for many years 
asa naturalist, in exploring California, studying 
the geology, geography, and productions of the 
country, with a view to publish the information 
accumulated by his observations and researches; 
and that he had compiled a large manuscript vol- 
ume, containing many drawings, paintings, and 
maps, which was worth $10,000. He says he 
had instruments connected with his scientific in- 
vestigations in natural history worth $320, and 
personal baggage and provisions worth $680. He 
states that in November, 1846, he left the town of 
Los Angelos for Sonora, and having reached an 


Indian village, called Howargo, was there de- | 


prived of his horses by the troops under the com- 
mand of General Kearny, and thus deprived of 
the means of pursuing lis journey or of returning. 
Ile moreover states thatinformation having been 
given by General Kearny’s troopsto those Indians 
and to the neighboring tribes, that the country 
was under the American flag, and that it became 


| the duty of those Indians to aid and assist in the 


American cause, and to prevent the passage of all 
persons from the settlements to Sonora, it was a 
sufficient incentive to the Indians for the exercise 


_of their natural inclination for pillage; and after 
| the departure of the troops of General Kearny, 
the Indians took prisoners the whole of the me- | 


morialist’s party, and commenced an indiscrimi- 


/nate plunder of his property and baggage, and || 


in a few moments totally destrpyed all his valua- 


ble manuscripts, drawings, maps, and interesting | 


doeuments, the result of more than twenty years’ 
arduous labor, and upon which he placed his sole 
dependence for his future maintenance. 


le also mentions the sufferings to which his 


wife was subjected in consequence of his losses. 


| His statements on this subject present a case of 
female suffering of very aggravated character, and 


well calculated to make a deep impression on the 
sensibilities of the heart. 
The committee determined to report a bill au- 


thorizing an inquiry into the trath of the allega- | 


tions of the petition, and to provide for the pay- 
ment of as many of the horses of the petitioner as 
were taken under the orders of General Kearny, 
and appropriated to the service of the United 
States. They would have reported a bill for the 
immediate payment of the value of the horses 
claimed, but for certain circumstances which in 
a great degree threw suspicion upon the whole 
claim. The affidavits which prove the value of 
the horses and the property, state, in words 
written at length, the value of the articles. It 
appears, from the inspection of the affidavits, that 
the value for each horse was first written forty or 
Jifty dollars, and that the word ‘‘ forty”’ or ** fifty”’ 
had been erased, and ** 100,”’ in figures, inserted 


in its place, preceding the word dollars. It is | 
clear that the word erased was forty or fifty, but || 
At the time |) 


which, cannot be distinctly told. 
General Kearny invaded California, the commit- 


tee has ascertained from various sources that 
| the usual price for the best horses in California || 


did not exceed the price of twenty-five dollars 
per head, on an average. It seemed to the com- 
mittee that the valuation put upon the horses by 


the witnesses whose affidavits are filed, was very | 


extravagant, compared with reliable information 
obtained from other sources; but when the valu- 
ation as originally written in the affidavits has 
been erased, and figures inserted, doubling the 
price, such fact brings a just suspicion upon the 
whole claim. 

The committee perceive no ground, no roof, 
upon which the Government of the United States 


The bill (H. R. No. 398) for the relief of Wil- || can justly be made responsible for the depreda- 


J une 4, 


tions committed by Indians in the manner stated 
There is no evidence that General Kearny, or any 
of his officers or men, gave directions to the |. 
dians to make prisone:s of the memorialist and 
his family, or depredate on his property, Nor 
does the committee perceive that the loss of the 
manuscripts, &e., &c., was a necessary conse. 
quence of the seizure of the horses. Thieves may 
have stolen the property, even if the horses had 
not been taken. The damage complained of fo; 
the loss of all the property, except the horses, js 
too contingentand uncertain to constitute a yalid 
claim against the Government. Moreover, tho 
committee have no means of forming a judgment 
in regard to the value of the maps, drawings 
manuscripts, &c., said to have been destroyed 
by the Indians; and some samples of the talent of 
the memorialist which have been exhibited to the 
committee do not produce any favorable opinion 
of the value of manuscripts said to be destroyed. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Iam satisfied. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

JOHN F. CANNON. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 273) for the relief of John F. Cannon. 

It requires the Postmaster General to pay to 
John F. Cannon, at the rate of $120 per annum, 
for and during the time he carried the mail, ac- 
cording to his contract, in addition to the amount 
already paid to him, for additionaf expense in- 
curred and extra service performed by him on 
mail route No. 2627. 

Mr. KING. Is there a report accompanying 
that bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
is no report. 

Mr. KING. Then let it go over. 


DISMAL SWAMP CANAL. 

The bill (S. No. 400) to surrender the stock of 

the United States in the Dismal Swamp Cana! 

| Company, upon certain conditions, to said com- 
pany, was read a second time, and considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The shares held by the United States in the 
stock of the Dismal Swamp Company are, by this 
act, to be released and surrendered to the com- 
pany, upon condition that the proceeds or profits 
thereof are to be applied to the prosecution and 
completion of the work commenced by the com- 
pany to connect the southern termination of the 
canal with Pasquotank river, below the Moccasin 
Track; and also that the United States shall not 
be thereafter subject to any contribution or ex- 
pense for the work, or for repairing or extending 
the canal, or for any object resulting from its in- 
terest as one of the joint proprietors. 

Mr. KING. Is there a report or a statement 
of the facts? 

Mr. CLAY. The report is among the papers; 
but I can state the case briefly if the Senate 
chooses to hear me. The Government of the 
United States has been a stockholder in this com- 
pany for a good while. 

Mr. STUART. To what amount? 

Mr. CLAY. ‘To an amount equal to about 
one third of the stock. 

Mr. KING. What is the whole amount? 

Mr. CLAY. The stock is of little value unless 
the work is completed in the way proposed. They 
came here with a memorial, and asked Congress 

either to appropriate money, its eee 
share, towards completing this work, or to afford 
such other relief as it thought proper. The Com- 

_mittee on Commerce unanimously determined 

that they would surrender the stock on condition 

that the Government should be discharged, and | 

_ think it was pretty generally agreed that we would 

surrender all other stock we have got in every 

other work of improvement. 

| Mr. KING. I am content. \ 

| Mr. COLLAMER. Is it provided that, if we 

go out, they will complete it? 

| Mr. CLAY. Yes, they undertake to do that. 

|_ The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 

| be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 

time, and passed. 

NEW YORK INDIANS. 

| The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

| proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 389) pro- 

| viding for the allotment of lands to certain New 

'| York Indians, and for other purposes. 


No, sir; there 
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The President is directed, as soon as practica- 
ble, to cause three hundred and twenty acres, or 
one half section of land, to be set apart and allot- 
ted to each individual Indian entitled to lands in 
the tract set apart for the use of the New York 
Indians, by the treaty of January 15, 1838, made 
and concluded at Buffalo Creek, in New York, and 
the treaty made at the same place on the 2Uth day 
of May, 1842: the lands are to be selected within 
the reserve, in Kansas Territory, in conformity 
to the legal subdivisions of the public surveys, 
and so as to include the improvements of each Ln- 
dian, and patents for the same are to be issued to 
the head of each family. When the selections 
shall have been thus made and allotted, the re- 





mainder of the reserve is to be considered a part | 
of the public lands, and to be subject to settlement, 


preemption, and entry, as other lands belonging 
to the United States. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, with an amendment to insert in 
the seventh line, after the word ‘* Indians,’’ the 
words **and now residing thereon.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. The bill 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 
jt was read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE STEALEY. 
The bill (S. No. 403) for the relief of George 


Stealey was read a second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The account furnished by George Stealey, for 
services rendered and expenses incurred by him 
as agent, appointed by the Indian commissioners 
of the United States for the State of California, to 
visit the northern tribes of Indians in that State, 
is to be referred to the Third Auditor of the Treas- 
ury, With authority to cause the same to be settled 
upon principles of equity and justice, and the 
amount thereof to be paid. This settlement is to 
be made upon satisfactory vouchers showing that 
the expenses were actually incurred, and that the 
prices paid were just and proper under the pecu- 
liar circumstances of the case. 

Mr. KING. I call for the reading of the report. 

The Secretary read the report; from which it 
appears that the memortalist was employed in the 
winter of 1850-51 by the United States Indian com- 
missioners in California to visit the tribes in the 
northern portion of that State, with a view to 
arrest the aggressions upon the miners in their 
neighborhood, and establish peaceful relations 
between hose Indians and the white inhabitants 
unul permanent treaties could be made, in which 
he was successful. In consequence of the sepa- 
ration of the commissioners before he had re- 
turned from his mission, and the exhausted state 
of the fund provided for the purpose, he, as he 
alleges, has not been compensated for his ser- 
vices, norreimbursed the money expended by him 
out of his own funds in carrying out the object 
of his mission. He now asks payment for his 
services and reimbursement of his expenses, a 
listof which is among the papers, furnished under 
oath, but unaccompanied by any proper vouch- 
ers, other than the statement of one of the com- 
missioners, also filed with the papers, that the 
memorialist was employed on the service indica- 
ted, which was one of great danger and exposure, 
and had succeeded in effecting the object of his 
mission, as the memorialist had alleged in a let- 
ter written to the commissioner. The committee 
are of opinion that the memorialist should be com- 
pensated for any services he may have performed 
under the direction of the United States commis- 
Sioners, and reimbursed any expenses actually 
incurred in the performance of the duty assigned 
to him, on ieiaian of satisfactory vouchers, 
showing that the expenses were actuully incurred, 
and that they were necessary to the attainment 
of the end that he had in view. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET WHITEHEAD. 


The bill (H.R. No. 232) for the relief of Mar- | 
garet Whitchead, was considered as in Commit- | 


iee of the Whole. 


the name of Margaret Whitehead, widow of Wil- 
uam Whitehead, a boatswain in the United States 


| 
} 
| 


| and sustain some of the items, not all; but as far 


| for which suit was instituted against the sureties, 
It requires the Seeretary of the Interior to place || 
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Navy, on the pension roll, and cause to be paid 
to her the sum of ten dollars per month, from the 
9th day of April, 1854, and to continue during 
her natural life or widowhood. i 

Mr. CLAY. I ask for the reading of the re- 
port. 

The Secretary read it; and it appeared that the 
petitioner is the widow of William Whitehead, 
deceased, who was a boatswain in the United 
States Navy. While engaged, under orders, in 
removing some cannon and balls at Old Point, he 
received a strain in the groin, resulting in hernia; 
and he died of strangulated hernia and hydrocele, 
April 9, 1854. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I should think it was time the 
Senate was taking some action, and adopting some 
principle, in reference to these questions. Here, 
it seems, was a person in the civil service in time 
of peace, who, in lifting cannon, was supposed to 
have been affected at the time, and subsequently 
died; and his widow is to be pensioned. If that 
is a ground for a pension, it ought to be made a 
general rule for pensions. None of these cases 
ought to be entertained here at all. These are 
mere applications to us for gratuities; and all pub- 
lic business must stand aside that you may give 
people gratuities. Ifthis man isentitled toa pen- 
sion under these circumstances, what is the limit ? 
You see it is a far-fetched case. When he died, 
or how he died, is not stated; but it is supposed 
that his death resulted from his services in re- 
moving cannon balls! If persons, by casualties 
in time of peace, contract diseases by which they 
may subsequently die, are they to be pensioned ? 
If so, that oughtto bea principle. We ought not 
to be lumbering up Congress here. They ought 
to go to the proper Department and get it. The 
class of cases that are beyond all principle come 
here. Because they are not within the principle, 
they ought not to pass. 1 object, therefore, to 
the passage of the bill. 

The bill was passed over. 


MILES JUDSON. 
The bill (S. No. 407) for the relief of Miles 


Judson, surety on the official bond of the late Pur- 
ser Andrew D. Crosby, was read a second time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It requires the proper accounting officers of the 
Treasury Department to readjust the accounts of 
the late Purser Andrew D. Crosby, and to allow 
credits therein for sundry suspended or rejected 
items to the aggregate amount of $1,196 87; and 
that that sum, together with interest thercon at 
the rate of six per centum per annum, from the 
Ist of January, 1843, to the date of payment, be 


/reimbursed to Miles Judson, being so much of 


theamount paid by him upon a judgment obtained 
against him as one of the sureties on the official 
bond of Purser Crosby. 

Mr. CLAY Read the report. 

Mr. IVERSON. [can state to the Senate the 
facts in the case. Crosby was a purser in the 
Navy; Judson was hissecurity. Crosby died in 
the Gulf. He fell from the mast-head. He was 
ordered up aloft, fell, and was killed, under Com- 
modore Perry, in the Gulf of Mexico. His ac 
counts are unadjusted at the ‘T'reasury Depart- 
ment. ‘There were a number of items objected to 
because of the want of vouchers, and the vouchers 
could not be produced on account of the death of 
Mr. Crosby. Judson was sued, judgment re- 
covered on the bond, and he has paid the debt, 
amounting to something over four thousand dol- 
lars. Since that vouchers have been produced, | 


as the committee have had the vouchers we have | 
authorized the money to be paid back to Mr. Jud- | 
son. Itis perfectly fair. 
The particulars of the claim are more minutely set 
forth in the report from the Committee on Claims, 
from which it appears that Judson was one of the | 
sureties on the oflicial bond of Andrew D. Crosby, 
late a purser in the United States Navy. Purser 
Crosby was killed in 1846, while engaged in the 
duty of piloting the United States steamer Vixen, 
under the command of Commodore Perry, along 
the coast of Yucatan. On the settlement of his 
accounts at the Treasury, a balance was found in | 
favor of the United States for the sum of 93,326 31, 


and judgment recovered, in 1855, against the pe- |) 
titioner, Miles Judson, who subsequently paid || 


ii into the Treasury, through the marshal of the |! 
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eastern district of Louisiana, in satisfaction of the 
same, the sum of $4,320 70, including interest and 
costs. This application is for the reimbursement 
of that sum,on the ground that the sudden death 
of Purser Crosby, in the active discharge of his 
duty in time of war, must have left his accounts 
ina deranged condition, and that the presump- 
tion, arising from his high character, is that, if 
he had not been thus deprived of the possibility 
of properly presenting his accounts and vouchers, 
no defaleation would have appeared. 

A claim was presented to the Twenty-Ninth 
Congress, in behalf of the representatives of Pur- 
ser Crosby, to be allowed certain sums alleged to 
have been paid by him to certain warrant officers 
of the United States ship Ontario, in 184], and 
which had teen disallowed iu the settlement of 
his accounts with the Government. The amount 
thus claimed was $550 99. The claim was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs of the 
Senate, who reported in favor of its allowance, 
but it does not appear that any action was had 
upon the bill. 

During the present session the committee re- 
ferred the petition of Mr. Judson to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, with the request that he would 
cause the committee to be furnished with any in- 
formation on the files of the Department calcu- 
lated to lead to a proper decision of the merits of 
the present claim. In answer, the Secretary com- 
municates a statement of the Fourth Auditor, 
containing a list of items rejected in the settle- 
ment of Purser Crosby’s accounts, which is 
among the papers in the case, and sustains the 
report of the committee in 1847 in favor of allow- 
ing the sum of $550 99, and also an allowance 
of several other items in the heretofore rejected 
accounts of Purser Crosby, amounting to an ad- 
ditional sum of $218 97. 

The committee concur in the opinion expressed 
by the committee of the Twenty-Ninth Congress 
in favor of the allowance of the $550 99 paid to 
the warrant officers of the Ontario, and with the 
Fourth Auditor, who thinks that, in addition to 
the above, a further sum of $218 97 on other 
items should be allowed. 

There are amongst the papers lately filed by 
the agent of Mr. Judson several original vouch- 
ers for money paid out by Crosby, and which do 
not appear ever to have beenallowed him, namely: 
Tirst, one large table, March 5, 1843, $15. See- 
ond, for freight on specie, May 4, 1843, $30, 
Third, for beef, bread, and vegetables purchase: 
for the United States ship Preble, April 12, 1845, 
$110 66. These vouchers and purchases appear 
to have been authorized and approved by the 
commanding officers of the ship in which Crosby 
was purser. ‘These make up an additional sum 
of $155 66, which ought, in the opinion of the 
committee, to be allowed. 

The Fourth Auditor, in his communication, ad- 
mits the propriety of allowing the twenty-sixth, 
twenty-seventh, and twenty-eighth items of the 
suspended accounts of Crosby, if there was any 
evidence that he had ever received the drafts and 
Treasury notes which are the foundation of the 
items. Since that letter was received by the com- 
mittee, the agent of the petitioner has filed the 
certificate of George Curtis, cashier of the Bank 
of Commerce, New York, in 1844, stating that 
Mr. Crosby, as purser of the Ontario, handed him 
$9,500 of ae notes to sell for him, which 
Curtis sold at a discount of three fourths per cent.; 


' the loss being $71 25, the identical amount charged 


in item Ne. 28. In support of the twenty-sixth 


| and twenty-seventh items, letters of the then Sec- 


retary of the Navy, Mr. Upshur, are exhibited, 
of 9th May and 6th of July, 1842, authorizing 
Mr. Crosby to draw on the Department at thirty 
days’ sight for such sums as he might want for 
the use of the ship, and to negotiate the drafts on 
the best terms that could be obtained in New Or- 
leans. This is strong presumptive proof in sup- 
port of these two items, and authorizes the com- 
mittee to allow them. ‘These three items make 
the sum of $271 25, and all added together make 
up an aggregate sum of $1,196 87. ‘The commit- 
tee think the above sum ought to have been al- 
lowed Purser Crosby in the settlement of his ac- 
counts; and thatas his surety, Mr. Judson, has 
been charged interest on the amount of Crosby’s 
liability upon his official bond, it is reasonable and 
just that interest should be allowed on the above 
sum from the average period of the various ex- 
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penditures, which would be about the Ist of Jan- 
uary, 1843. The committee therefore report a bill 
for the sum of $1,196 87, with interest at six per 
cent. There are several other items in Purser 
Crosby's suspended acoount which the committee 
have reason to think were just, but, as there is no 
proof to sustain them, they are compelled to re- 
ject them. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LAND CLAIMS IN LOUISIANA, 


The bill (S. No. 410) to confirm certain land 
claims in the Florida parishes of Louisiana, to 
the city of New Orleans, was announced as next 
in pe Ag 

By this bill the city of New Orleans is to be 
wstlend in its title to the one undivided one half 
part of several tracts of land following: First, 
nineteen thousand arpents of land sold to Don 
Louis de Clonetand Don Alexander de Clonet by 
Don Juan Ventura Morales, Governor General of 
Louisiana and West Florida, on the 15th and 16th 
days of November, 1803; second, one hundred and 
twenty thousand arpents of land sold to Don Jer- 
onimo la Chiapella by Don Juan Ventura Morales, 
Governor General of Louisianaand West Florida, 
on the 5th and 7th of October, 1803; third, thirteen 
thousand three hundred and thirty-three arpents 
of land, being the one third part of a tract of forty 
thousand acres of land, sold to Don Juan Delapize 
by Don Juan Ventura Morales, Governor Genera! 
of Louisiana and West Florida, on the 16th of 
May, 1804; fourth, twenty-one hundred acres of 
ait described in the acknowledgement made in 
favor of Philip Robinson by Don Thomas Este- 
van,commandant atthe portof Galveston, on the 
20th of January, 1804; and fifth, fourteen hundred 
and twenty acres of land, being the unconfirmed 
remainder of a tract of twenty-seven hundred 
acres of land granted by Don Thomas Estevan, 
then commandant of the Amite district, to John 
MeDonough and Sheppard Brown, on the 5th of 
March, 1806. 

Joseph Reynes is also to be confirmed in his 
title to a certain tract of land in the parish of East 
Feliciana, and State of Louisiana, containing about 
forty thousand arpents; which tract was sold to 
his ite father, Joseph Reynes, senior, on his ap- 
plication, dated the 19th of November, 1803, and 
which sale was confirmed by Don Juan Ventura 
Morales, Governor of Louisiana and West Flor- 
ida, on the 3lst of December, 1803. 

John Johnston, and Harriet Johnston, now 
widow Marshall, sole heirs of James Johnston, 
deceased, are also to be confirmed in their title to 
a tract of thirty-five thousand arpents of land, ly- 
ing in the Florida parishes of Louisiana, on the 
waters of ‘Thompson’s creek, or Feliciana river, 
and the Comite, immediately south of the thirty- 
first parallel of north latitude; the tract being the 
same which was sold to Don Manuel Langos by 
Don Juan Ventura Morales, Governor of Louis- 
jana and West Florida, on the 2d of January, 1804. 


The heirs, assigns, and legal representatives of 


Cristoval de Armas, and his son, Miguel de Ar- 
mas, are also to be confirmed in their title to twenty 
thousand arpents of land, situated in the Florida 
parishes of Louisiana, sold to them by Don Ven- 
tura Morales, Governor of West Florida and 
Louisiana, by deed, dated at Pensacola on the 
23d October, 1806. 

And it is to be made the duty of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office to cause to be 
surveyed, under instructions to be issued by him, 
these several tracts of land, and to issue patents 
for them in favor of the several parties respect- 
ively confirmed; but if any of the ate are owned 
or possessed by third persons, claiming or deriv- 
ing title from the Government of the United States, 
then the lands so owned or possessed by such 
third persons are not to be included in these con- 
firmations, but in lieu thereof the parties entitled 
to confirmation are to receive from the Commis- 
sioner land warrants authorizing them to locate 
and enter, in legal divisions or subdivisions, any 
other land of the United States that may be sub- 
jeet to entry at $1 25 per acre, which land war- 
rants shall be assignable in the same manner and 
according to the same rules and regulations as are 
now applicable to military bounty land warrants 

Mr. 
as hear it. 
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Mr. BENJAMIN. I will state that the report !| 


is nearly thirty pages long. If the Senator would 
like information, and will permit me, I will give 
it as succinetly as Tecan, and ina much shorter 
time than the reading of the report will occupy. 
Mr. KING. I should like to know whether 
portions of the land are not settled, so that one 
of the objects of the bill is to get land scrip? 
Mr. BENJAMIN. Not at all. This whole 
section of Louisiana has remained almost unset- 
tled, by reason of the difficulty of these titles. 
There may be some settlements, here and there, 
where the Government has sold parts of it. It is 
not proposed to disturb the settlers there, but to 
enter the same quantity elsewhere in the State. 
Mr. KING. If most of this land was settled, 


I should prefer to leave it to the parties to litigate , 


their claims. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. There is very little of it 
settled. ‘That whole district of Louisiana has re- 
mained unsettled in consequence of these titles 
being in an incomplete aaaieaee. If the Senator 
would like to hear the case, [ will state the facts. 

Mr. KING. I will hear the Senator. 

Mr. PUGH. I should like to hear the Senator 
from Louisiana explain the last provision of the 
bill, giving unlimited authority to locate land war- 
rants. [am willing to confirm the land claim if 
it be just; but I do not like to give this privilege. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I shall be compelled to tres- 
pass on the attention of the Senate for a few mo- 
ments. This is a subject of great interest to the 
people of Louisiana, and has remained unsettled 
now for nearly fifty years. Atthe time of the acqui- 
sition of Loutsiana from France, there wasa dis- 
pute as to the eastern boundary of Louisiana. The 
United States claimed under the title from France 
that Louisiana extended eastward to the Perdida 
river, occupying a great deal of what is now the 
southern part of the State of Alabama. Spain 
contended that, on the contrary, all lying east of 
the Mississipp: river and the island of New Or- 
leans formed a portion of the province of West 
Florida, belonging to Spain. ‘That title between 
the United States and Spain remained in litigation 
for some sixteen years. It remained in actual 
possession of Spain. It remained so, with the 
acquiescence of the United States, until the year 
1810—— 

Mr. KING. The Senator will excuse me. I 
dislike to do so; but [ think this bill had better 
fo over. 

The PRESIDING OFPICER. 
lie over, under the rule. 

Mr. BENJAMIN afterwards said: A bill was 
a short time ago objected to by the Senator from 
Ohio, who joined with the Senator from New York 
in his objection to the bill to confirm certain land 
titles in Louisiana. The Senator from Ohio has 
examined the matter, and is willing to withdraw 
his objection. Itis the bill (S. No. 410) to confirm 


The bill will 


certain land claims in the Florida parishes of | 


Louisiana to the city of New Orleans and others. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
panying it? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The bill has been read 
three times, and it has been examined by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, who made the objection. 

Mr. IVERSON. It is suggested by a Senator 
near me that it confirms a title to the extent of 
five hundred and fifty thousand acres of land. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. It does. 

Mr. HUNTER. Itisa large claim. 
heard of it before. 

Mr. PUGH. ‘The report is as large as the 
claim. It is very long. 


I never 


Mr. CLAY. If it is not to be read, I shall | 


have to object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill must 


be passed over. 


EBENEZER RICKER. 


The bill (S. No. 411) for the relief of Ebenezer 
Ricker was read a second time, and considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of Ebenezer Ricker, late a corporal in 
the Army of the United States, on the invalid 


pension list of the United States at the rate of 


} 
a 


eight dollars per month, commencing on the 4th 


of March, 1856, and to continue during his nat-— 
; ural life, on account of a wound received in the | 
ING. Is there a report in this case? Let || military service of the United States. 


He enlisted asa private in the Army of the 


. 


Is there any report accom- | 





June 4, 


= —> =~-weanseme 


United States, and was attached to company A 
second regiment United States dragoons, com. 
manded by Captain G. A. H. Blake. On the 16th 
of October, 1839, he was made a corporal, Jn 
the month of May, 1840, he was put in charge of 
the guard, guarding the baggage train passine 
along St. John’s river, in Florida. While in 
service in the line of his duty, he had occasion 
to take his carbine from its resting place in the 
saddle, when it was accidentally discharged, and 
the ball passed through his left wrist. The eon. 
sequences of this wound were a permanent digg. 
bility, and it has totally disqualified him from 
procuring his subsistence by manual labor. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


IOWA SETTLERS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 322) for the 
relief of purchasers of public lands within the 
timber reserve opposite Fort Kearny, and for 
the settlers within the Winnebago agency reser. 
vation, the Fort Atkinson reservation, and the 
timber reserve opposite Fort Crawford, all in the 
State of lowa. 

By this act all entries heretofore made at Coun. 
cil Bluffs, in the State of Lowa, by preémption 
or otherwise, of lands situated within the timber 
reserve opposite Fort Kearny, in township num- 
ber sixty-eight north, of ranges forty-three and 
forty-four west, are confirmed, and patents are to 
be issued thereon. By the second secticn the 
privileges of the preémption act of the 4th of Sep- 
tember, 1841, are extended to all bona fide actual 
settlers, who, prior to and at the passage of this 
act, have made actual settlements upon the lands 
heretofore reserved (and which remain undisposed 
of) for the Winnebago agency, in township nine- 
ty-six north, of range nine west; upon lands within 
the military reservation at Fort Atkinson, in the 
same township and range; and upon lands within 
the timber reserve opposite Fort Crawford, in 
township ninety-five north, of ranges three and 
four west—all in the State of Iowa; but within 
three months from the first newspaper publica- 
tion of this act in the land district in which the 
lands are located, the settler is to file a declara- 
| tory statement with the register, showing the de- 
scription of the land claimed by him, and to file 
proof showing his right under this act, and make 
payment atthe rate of $1 25 per acre for the same, 
within twelve months. 

The Committee on Public Lands reported the 
bill, with an amendment in lines nine, ten, and 
eleven, in the second section, to strike out the 
words, ‘and upon lands within the timber re- 
serve opposite Fort Crawford, in township ninety- 
five north, of ranges three and four west.”’ 

From their report it appears that the timber 
reservation opposite Fort Kearny had been long 
abandoned by the War Department, and its ex- 
istence, as a reserve, apparently forgotten. It was 
surveyed, brought into market, and sold as other 
public lands. The issuing of patents seems to 
have been suspended because these lands had not 
| been formally transferred by the War Department 
to the Department of the Interior. ‘The Fort 
Atkinson and Mission reservations, and timber 
| reservations opposite Fort Crawford, were aban- 
,, doned by the War Department many years since, 
and were settled on and improved by settlers as 

other public land. In 1854 the buildings at Fort 
Atkinson were sold to Catharine Newington, 
who, by a subsequent special law of Congress, 
was allowed to purchase one section, on whicli 
the buildings were situated, as a preémptor, at 
$1 25 per acre. The Secretary of War, after an 
examination of the subject, by special agent on 
the grounds, in the year 1857, ordered the sale of 
that part of the timber reservation opposite Fort 
Crawford, in the possession and occupancy of 
actual settlers, not exceeding one hundred and 
sixty acres to each, at $1 25 per acre to the set- 
tlers; which sale has been made. The committee, 
therefore, as at present informed, see no sufficient 
reason for special legislation in relation to this 
| reservation, but recommend the application of the 
same principle, in the sale of the Fort Atkinson 
and Winnebago reservation, as was applied in 
| the sale of the timber reservation opposite Fort 
+) Crawford, 
‘| The amendment was agreed to. 


eae a ae As 


ay 


wh Ere 


ae eae tt 


wan 


The 
and th 
was 0! 
time. 

The 

Abi 
within 
and fot 
reservi 
ail in | 


The 
Gorm: 
ered a: 

It pl 
man, ¢ 
sum 0! 
comm 
Alexa 
affairs 
reimbi 
therei 

The 
amend 
readin 


The 
No. 24 
It di 
to Hei 
annex 
p irtne 
the aw 
numbe 
dated. 
comm 
States 
P ter 
shells, 
now ¢ 
be stil 
Mr. 
ported 
concul 
and as 
Mr. 
ost pe 
r The 


( 

Am 
by M 
Houst 
Senat 
priati 
of the 
859. 


The 
sanna 
CONSE 

a 
Susan 
forme 
voiun 
due t 
whilk 
the W 

Th 


a thir 


Th 
Geor 
tee of 

It y 
of th 
W.E 
licle | 
schoc 
river 
gust, 
with 
State 
of th 
of G] 
and 
In VE 
that | 
schor 
exhil 
date. 





! 
Vie 
ie, 


the 
the 
for 
ser. 
the 
the 


un- 
on 
ber 
im- 
and 
€ to 
the 
ep) 
tual 
this 
nds 
sed 
ine- 
thin 
the 
thin 
, In 
and 
thin 
ica- 
the 
ara- 
de- 
file 
lake 


ime, 


the 
and 
the 
om 


jely- 


nber 
long 
} eX- 
Wao 
ther 
sS to 
I not 
nent 
Fort 
nber 
ban- 
nee, 
rs as 
Fort 
rton, 
ress, 
hich 
r, at 
ran 
ton 
ile of 
Fort 
y of 
“and 
: sel- 
ttee, 
cient 
this 
f the 
nson 
d in 
Fort 


aCe 


1858. 





" ‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, | 
and the amendment was concurred in. The bill | 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time. It was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 

A bill for the relief of purchasers of public lands 
within the timber reserve opposite Fort Kearny, | 
and for the settlers within the Winnebago Agency 
reservation and the Fort Atkinson reservation, 
ail in the State of Iowa. 


WILLIS A. GORMAN. 
The bill (S. No. 417) for the relief of Willis A. 


Gorman, was read the second time, and consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It provides that there be paid to Willis A. Gor- 
man, as Governor of Minnesota Territory, the 
sum of $820, as compensation for his services as 
commissioner to investigate the alleged frauds of 
Alexander Ramsey, late superintendent of Indian 
affairs for the northern superintendency, and for 
reimbursement of his necessary expenses incurred 
therein. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment; ordered to be engrossed for & third | 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY G. CARSON. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 
No. 244) for the relief of Henry G. Carson. 

it directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay | 
to Henry G. Carson, administrator, with the will | 
annexed, of Curtis Grubb, deceased, surviving 
partner of the firm of Curtis and Peter Grubb, 
the amount of a certain fival settlement certificate 
numbered two hundred and sixty-five, letter N, 
dated January 5, 1784, issued by Benjamin Stelle, 
commissioner for settling debts of the United 
States in the State of Pennsylvania, to Curtis and | 
Peter Grubb, on account of cannons, shot, and 
shells, furnished during the revolutionary war, 
now certified by the Register of the Treasury to 
be stili outstanding and unpaid. 

Mr. POLK. The Court of Claims have re- 
ported adversely on that case. The committee 
concur in theadverse reportof the Courtof Claims, | 
and ask to be discharged. 

Mr. STUART. Then I move the indefinite 
postponement of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 





CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Auten, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had concurred in the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 6) making appro- 
priations for the consular and diplomaticexpenses 
of the Government for the year ending June 30, 

859. 


SUSANNAH REDMAN. 


The bill (H. R. No. 335) for the relief of Su- | 
sannah Redman, widow of Lioyd Redman, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

lt authorizes the Secretary of War to pay to 
Susannah Redman, widow of Lloyd Redman, | 
formerly of Captain Ciay’s company of Kentucky 
volunteers, $170, being the amount adjudged as 
due to Lloyd Redman for three horses lost by him 
while in the service of the United States during 
the Mexican war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a tuird reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. BISCOE. 
The bill (H. R. No. 203) for the relief of | 
George W. Biscoe, was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 
lt prdvides that the proper accounting officers | 
of the ‘Treasury shail audit the claim of George | 
W. Biseoe to indemnification under the first av- 
ticle of the treaty of Ghent, for the loss of the | 
schooner Speedwell, captured in the Patuxent 
river by the British naval forces on the 22d <Au- 
gust, 1814, and which was in the waters and 
within the territorial jurisdiction of the United 
Siates on the lith day of February, 1815, the day 
of the exchange of the ratifications of the treaty 
ot Ghent, and was carried away out of the waters 
and territorial jurisdiction of the United States, 
In violation of the first article of the treaty; and 
that the officers shall ascertain the value of the 
schooner Speedwell, from such proof as may be 
exhibited to them, within six months from the 
date of this act, and that the amount so ascer- 
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| the receivers of the bank assets. 


| RICK. ) 


tained shall be paid, not exceeding the sum of two 
thousand dollars. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


JOHN B. MONTGOMERY. 
The bill (S. No. 418) for the relief of Captain 


John B. Montgomery was read a second time, | 


and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It directs the proper accounting officers of the 


Treasury Department to allow to Captain John | 


B. Montgomery, of the United States Navy, in 
the settlement of his accounts, the sum of $91 85, 


| being for public money intrusted to him for re- 


cruiling purposes, and lost by the failure of the 
Phenix Bank in Charlestown, Massachusetts. 

In 1841 Captain Montgomery was ordered to 
take charge of the recruiting service at Boston. 
This service invelved the disbursement of public 
money, which was placed in his hands for that 
purpose. This money he, in common with other 
disbursing officers in that vicinity, kept on de- 
posit in the Phenix Bank, then regarded asa 
safe and reliable bank, equally by the public of- 
ficers and the mercantile community. In October, 
1842, the bank suddenly failed, at which time 
Captain Montgomery’s deposits amounted to 
$687 95, as appears from the official statement of 
Of this sum 
$596 10 have since been paid in dividends out of 
the assets of the bank, and Captain Montgomery 
now asks that the balance of $91 85 may be passed 
to his credit on the books of the Treasury. Acts 
of Congress have been passed for the relief of 
Pursers Wilson and ‘Taylor, whose funds were 
deposited in the same institution and lost at the 
same time. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHEROKEE INDIANS. 


The joint resolution (S. No. 46) authorizing the 
payment of certain moneys to certain Cherokee 


indians remaining east of the Rocky Mountains, | 


yas announced as next in order. 


It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to as- | 
certain the amount, if any, of the Cherokee ap- 


propriation of June 12, 1838, that was carried to 
the surplus fund June 30, 1847-48; and the amount 
so ascertained is hereby reappropriated for reim- 


|| bursement of the appropriation, and as much 


thereof applied as may be necessary to set apart 
in the Treasury a sum equal to $53 33 to each 
individual Cherokee Indian, or descendant of 


| Cherokee blood, that remained in the States east 


at the time of the ratification of the treaty of New 
Echota, May 23, 1836, and who has not removed 
west of the Mississippi, or received the commu- 
tation for removal and subsistence; whereupon 
the Secretary of the Treasury is to cause to be 
paid to every such individual Cherokee now living 
east of the ett) the same amount, respect- 
ively, as provided for by the act of July 27, 1848, 
for the North Carolina Cherokees. 

Mr. IVERSON. The committee was dis- 
charged from the consideration of that resolution. 


| It is an adverse report. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzpar- 
The Senate has to act on it. What mo- 
tion does the Senator make? 

Mr. [VERSON. I move to postpone it indef- 
initely. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CHEROKEE TREATIES. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 
No. 201) to execute the treaties of 1817 and 1819 
with the Cherokees, by making provision for the 
reservations under the same. 

It sets forth that whereas a reversion in fee 
simple, reserving to the widow her dower, was 
granted to the children of heads of families taking 
reservations under the eighth article of the treaty 
of 1817 with the Cherokees, and under the second 
article of the treaty of 1819 with the Cherokees, 
which reversion in fee simple and reservation of 
dower could not be affected by any act or omis- 
sion of the tenants of the life estate in such reser- 
vations; and that many of these reservations are 
now held, under the laws of the States where they 
are situated, or otherwise, by titles or permission 
adverse to the just rights of the children and 
widows of such heads of families, the President 
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of the United States is therefore required to ap- 
point, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, two suitable commissioners, whose duty 
it shall be to appraise the full and fair value of 
the reversion in fee simple of the children, and of 
the reserved dower of che widows, of the heads 
of families, where such reservations may now be 
held by adverse titles; but no appraisement is to 
be made of such reversions in fee simple, or of 
reserved rights of dower, which may have been 
heretofore paid for by the United States. The 
commissioners, after making the appraisement, 
are to report the same to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, whose duty it shall be to pay the same 
—the children or widows, or legal representatives, 
first filing in the office of the Secretary full releases 
to the United States of their titles respectively. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The committee have also been 
discharged from the consideration of that. 

Mr. FOOT. I move the indefinite postpone- 
ment of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


M’ATEE AND EASTHAM. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. C. C. No. 
65) for the relief of Benjamin L. McAtee and J. 
N. Eastham, of Louisville, Kentucky. 

It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
to Benjamin L. McAtee and J. N. Eastham the 
sum of $6,000, in full, for transporting extra mail 
matter over routes Nos. 3960 and 4169, between 
the Ist day of July, 1846, and the 30th day of 
June, 1850. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 


, a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SIMEON STEDMAN. 
The bill (H. R. No. 334) for the relief of Sim- 


eon Stedman, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

It directs the Secretary of War to instruct the 
proper disbursing officer to pay to Simeon Sted- 
man, who served in Captain Christopher Ripley’s 
company of the thirty-seventh infantry, during 
the war with Great Britain, in 1812, such sum or 
sums as may have accrued to him from the time 
of his last receiving payment for services till the 


'end of the war. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 


RICHARD B. ALEXANDER. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H.. R. No. 332) for 
the relief of Richard B. Alexander. 

It authorizes the proper accounting officers of 
the Treasury to pay to Richard B. Alexander, late 
a major in the first Tennessee regiment, the sum 
of $250 in full of the value of one horse and one 
mule lost by him during the Mexican war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time,and passed. 


SYLVESTER CHURCHILL. 


The joint resolution (H. R. No. 10) for the re- 
lief of General Sylvester Churchill, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It requires the proper disbursing officer to 
allow and pay to General Sylvester Churchill, 
inspector general, the pay anballoneenee of in- 
spector general, from the 29th of April, 1245, the 
date of his discharge, to the 21st of January, 1846, 
when he was reinstated in his office, according to 
the rates of pay then allowed, deducting from the 
vay and allowance any amounts which may have 
Sone paid to him for service performed between 
the time of his discharge and restoration to office 
Mr. H1ALE. Is there a report in that case ? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Perhaps the Senator from 
Mississippi can explain it. 

Mr. DAVIS. Faneaie: as now, there were 
two inspectors general. An act was passed to 
reduce them to one inspector general, and General 
Churchill was disbanded and remained out of ser- 
vice about nine months, when Congress repealed 
the law reducing the inspectors general to one, 
and restored the number to two, so far as I am 
advised, on account of the high consideration they 
had for General Churchill, and not anticipating 
that he was to be the particular inspector general 
who was to be retired. When disbanded, under 


| & provision of law, he received three months’ pay. 
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There are six months, then, for which he received 
nothing. When restored under the act of Con- 
gvess, he took rank from the date which he had 
previously held, so as to leave no interval in his 
commission. It appears also, in the evidence be- 
fore the committee, that during the period he was 
out of service the accounting officers frequently 
referred to him muster rolls—particularly the 
mustering in and mustering out of volunteers, in 
which he had been specially engaged in the Flor- 
ida war—ahd that he was thus employed during 
a great portion of the time in the discharge of 
public duties, and of a character connected with 
the duties he had performed as an inspector gen- 
eral. "This is to give him the pay for the ume he 
was out of the service. 

Mr. HALE. [think that is an unsound prin- 
eiple. If he had been illegally out or unjustly put 
outof the Army, I should not object; but I under- 
stand he was legally and fairly out. 

Several Senarons. Wiathdraw the objection. 

Mr. HIALE. If others do not object, I shal] 
not; but I shall vote against the bill. I think it 
wrong. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. JANE TURNBULDE. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 
No. 110) for the relief of Mrs. Jane Turnbull, 
which had been reported on adversely from the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BENJAMIN, Let it be passed over. 

The bill was passed over. 

The next was the bill (S. No. 229) for the re- 
lief of Jane Turnbull, which had heen reported 
adversely from the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill was passed over. 
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ROBERT W. CUSIIMAN. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H.R. No. 453) for 
the rehef of Robert W. Cushman, formerly an 
acting purser in the United States Navy. 

It directs the proper accounting officers of the 
Treasury to pay to Robert W. Cushman, acting 
purser of the Germantown, the flag-ship of the 
African squadron, the difference of pay between 
that of a purser and a captain’s clerk, for such 
lume as he so acted as purser. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third tume, and passed. 


BENJAMIN WAKEFIELD. 
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The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H.R. No. 547) for 


ea he the relief of Benjamin Wakefield. 
i eS It directs the proper accounting officers of the 
: Sh Treasury to pay to Benjamin Wakefield the dif- 


ference of pay between that of master’s mate and 
boatswain, from the Ist of January, 1842, to the 
19th of January, 1850. 5 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed, 


OREGON LAND OFFICES. 


The bill (H. R. No. 169) making an appropri- 
ation for the payment of clerks employed in the 
offices of the registers of the land offices at Oregon 
Cityand Winchester, in the Territory of Oregon, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

it provides that the sum of $7,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, be appropriated to 
enable the Secretary of the Interior to rermburse 
the registers of the land offices at Oregon City and 
Winchester, in the Territory of Ovegon, for ex- 
penses incurred by them in the employment of 
clerks actually required for the transaction of the 
business of their respective offices, growing out 
of an act entitled ** An act to create the office of 
surveyor general of the public lands in Oregon, 
and to provide for the survey, and to make do- 
nations to settlers of the said public lands,’’ ap- 
proved September 27, 1850. 

ihe bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. " 
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es ISAAC BODY AND SAMUEI FLEMING. 


The bill (H. R. No. 490) for the relief of Isaac 
Body and Samuel Fleming was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 


_ THE CONG 





| It directs that Isaac Body be allowed to enter 
at the land office at Springfield, Illinois, atthe min- 
imum price, at any time within one year after the 
date of this act, the southeast quarter of section 
nineteen, of township twenty-six north, of range 
twelve west, and that Samuel Fleming be allowed 
to enter, at the same land office, and on the same 
terms and conditions, the northwest quarter of 
section twenty, township twenty-six north, range 
twelve west; but this act is only to operate as a 
_relinquishment of title on the part of the United 
States. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 
report, 

Mr. PUGH. ‘These are parties who made lo- 
cations without any fault. They are bona fide 
settlers. 1 think it isa short report. Let it be 
read. 

The Secretary read the report, from which it 
appears that Isaac Body and Samuel Fleming, in 
or about the year 1842, settled, each for himself, 
upon certain quarter sections of land in the State 
of Illinois; that they have continued to reside, and 


I call for the reading of the 


1ave made considerable improvements,there 
I le considerable improvements,thereon up 


to the present time; that the lands so setded upon 


by them were selected by the State of Illinois, | 
under the act of Congress approved September 4, | 


1841; but for some reason such selections were not 
_approved by the General Land Office, and were 
rejected; that such rejection, although notified to 


| the State, were not notified to the local land of- | 


| fice, and in consequence, Body and Fleming have 
been, and still are, unable to procure titles to their 


‘farms cither from the United States or State of 


Illinois. They have often applied, both to the 

| United States and State land offices to pay their 

moneys and procure titles; but each disclaiming 

the right to sell them, have failed to attain their 
object, and now ask Congress for relief. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOB STAFFORD. 


The bill (H. R. No. 503) for the relief of Job 


Statford, of the State of New York, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It instructs the Commissioner of Pensions to 
|issue to Job Stafford, of New York, a bounty 


| land warrant for one hundred and sixty acres of || 


‘land, the same to be held, located, or assigned, 
as if it had issued in the ordinary way, on appli- 
cation under existing laws. 

Mr. TOOMBS. lask for the reading of the 
report. 

Mr. PUGH. * can explain that case to the 
Senate, as I reported the bill, probably sooner 
than the report can be read. This man was en- 
listed, and went out to fight the enemy, and re- 
ceived a wound from a cannon ball the next day 
after his enlistment, but they decided that it was 
| not received in battle, although the man was dis- 

abled for life. [think it is much nearer to service 
than those fourteen-day gentlemen who never saw 
powder at all. [think it is a case for a bounty 
land warrant. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Iam satisfied. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 


amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the | 


third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH M BRIER. 


The bill (H. R. No. 504) for the relief of Eliz- 


abeth McBrier, only surviving child and heir of 
Colonel Archibald Loughrey, deceased, was next 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

lt requires the Secretary of the Interior to issue 
land scrip in eighty-acre certificates, receivable in 


| payment for public lands at any of the land offices | 


in the United States, in favor of Elizabeth Me- 


Brier, only surviving child and heir of Colonel | 
Archibald Loughrey, deceased, or to her order, for | 
an amount equal to six thousand six hundred and | 
| sixty-six acres and two thirds of an acre of Jand, | 


which may be located on land subject to private 
entry, at one dollar and twenty-live cents per 
acre, or less. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Read the report. [ 

The Secretary proceeded to read the following 
report: 

‘The Committee on Private Land Claims, to whom were 


_ referred the claims of Jane Thompson and Elizabeth Me- 
| Brier, of Westmoreland county, Pennsylvania, make the 


}, following report: 


That the Commonweatth of Virginia, on the 2d day of 
,| January, 1781, yielded to the Congress of the United States, 


RESSIONAL GLOBE. 
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| for the benefit of said States,all right, title, and claim Which 
| the said Commonwealth had to the territory northwest of 

the river Ohio, subject to the conditions annexed to the said 
act of cession; which said act of cession, with the condi- 
tions annexed, the Congress of the United States accepted 
among which conditions was the following: ** Thata quan. 
tity not exceeding one hundred and fifty thousand acres of 
land, promised by the State of Virginia, should be allow; d 
and granted to the then Colonel (now General) Georze 
Rogers Clark, and to the officers and soldiers of his regi. 
meat who marched with him when the posts of Kaskaskias 
and St. Vincent’s were reduced, and to the officers and so}. 
diers that have since incorporated into the said regiment: 
to be laid off in one tract, the length of which not to exceed 
double the breadth, in such place on the northwest side or 
the Ohio as a majority of the officers shall ehoose ; and to 
be afterwards divided among the said officers and soldiers 
in due proportion, according to the laws of Virginia.” 

The committee further report that it appears, by the afi. 
davits of credible witnesses, that Colonel Archibald Lough. 
rey, father of the above-named claimants, (which atfidavits 
are hereto annexed, and made part of this report.) som 
time during the summer of 1781 raised several companics 
of volunteers, of which he was chosen commander, for the 
purpose of joining the forces of General George Rogers 
Clark, in the expedition against the Mohawk and Seneca 
Indians, inhabiting the country now belonging to the State 
of Ohio; that in August, 1781, he marched with his men ty 
Wheeling, Obio, expecting to join the forces under the saiq 
General Clark; but when he and his men arrived at Whee} 
}| ing, they found General Clark had left that place a few days 
| before they arrived, but had left boats for Colonel! Loughrry 
and his men to follow them; that they took the boats thi. 
left for them ; but somewhere near the mouth of the Big 
Miami river Colonel Loughrey and his men landed to cook 
| and cat some food, and were attacked by a Jarge body of 
Indians, and the said Loughrey and a number of his mey 
were killed, and the remainder taken prisoners by the In- 
dians, and never joined the forees under General Clark, as 
| Was intended. 

Mr. WADE. I move that the further reading 
of the report be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without 

amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 
STANTON SHOLES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
| proceeded to consider the bill (H.R. No. 344) for 
the relief of Stanton Sholes. 

Itauthorizes the Secretary of War to place Cap- 
tain Stanton Sholes upon the list of invalid pen- 
sioners of the United States, at the rate of twenty 
dollars per month, to commence on the Ist of 
January, 1858. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
, amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH WEBB. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H.R. No. 347) 
for the relief of Joseph Webb. 

It directs that the monthly pay heretofore al- 

lowed by law to Joseph Webb, as an invalid pen- 
| sioner, be increased to eight dollars per month; 

and that the Secretary of the Interior pay him a 

that rate from and after the Ist of January, 1552. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


| MICAJAH BROOKS. 


The bill (TH. R. No. 455) for the relief of Mi- 
cajah Brooks, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 
|| It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of Micajah Brooks, of Georgia, on the 
pension roll, atthe rate of four dollars per month, 
or forty-cight dollars per annum, and that he be 
| paid at that rate from the Ist of January, 1850. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
/amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


; JAMES FUGATE. 7 


The bill (1H. R. No. 462) granting an invalid 
| pension to James Fugate, of Missouri, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It instructs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of James Fugate, of Missouri, upon the 
roll of invalid pensioners, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of eight dollars per month, instead of 
| four dollars per month, the amount he now re- 
_ceives; the pension to commence on the 4th ef 
| on 1858, and to continue during his natural 

ife. 
1 The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
'a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


1 ELIJAH CLOSE. 
‘| The bill (H. R. No. 512) for the relief of Eli- 
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inh Close, of Tennessee, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 
~ [t requires the Secretary of the Interior to place 
rhe name of Elijah Close, of Washington county, 
Tennessee, on the list of invalid pensioners, at 
the rate of eight dollars per month, to commence 
on the 3d of December, 1855, and to continue du- 
ring his natural life. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CONRAD SCHROEDER. 


The bill (H. R. No. 514) for the relief of Con- 
rad Schroeder, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

it authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to 
nlaee the name of Conrad Schroeder, who was a 
captain in the ** Louisville Legion’’ during the 
war with Mexico, on the invalid pension roll, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $13 33 per 
month, commencing on the 22d of January, 1858, 
and continuing during life. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


ALEXANDER S. BEAN. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 515) 
granting an invalid pension to Alexander S. Bean, 
of Pennsylvania, 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of Alexander S. Bean, of Pennsylvania, 
on the invalid pension roll at the rate of eight dol- 
lars per month, and pay him at that rate from the 
29th of May, 1856, during his natural life. 

The bill was reported to the Sewate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


WYATT GRIFFITH. 


The bill (H. R. No. 523) for the relief of Wyatt 
Griffith, was considered as in Committce of the 
Whole. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of Wyatt Griffith, of Tennessee, on the 
invalid pension roll, at the rate of eight dollars per 
month, from the 20th of June, 1854, and pay him 
at that rate during the term of his natural life. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


STEPHEN FELLOWS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H.R. No. 530) 
for the relief of Stephen Fellows. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of Stephen Fellows on the invalid pen- 
sion list, at the rate of four dollars per month, 
from the 20th of January, 1858, and continue 
during life. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY A. M. JONES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 42) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. M. Jones. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of Mary A. M. Jones, widow of Brevet 
Major General Roger Jones, deceased, late Adju- 
tant General of the Army, upon the roll of pen- 
sioners, and pay her a pension at the rate of one 
haif the pay, monthly, to which her late husband 
was entitled at the time of his death; the pension 


to commence on the 15th of July, 1852, and con- 


tinue during her natural life or widowhood. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


HENRY E. READ. 
The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 


Whole, to consider the bill (H. R. No. 257) to |) 


increase the pension of Henry E. Read, a citizen | 


of Kentucky, and for other purposes. 


It provides that the half pension heretofore al- \ 


lowed to Henry E. Read, of Kentucky, a non- 
commissioned officer in the Mexican war, be 
raised to thirteen dollars a month, to commence 


March 3, 1848, and continue for and during his | 


natural life. 
Mr. CLAY. 


I object to that bill. 
Mr. PUGH. 


bama will hear the report in that case, and he 
will withdraw his objection. 
Mr. CLAY. I object to paying these arrears 
of pensions. 
Mr. PUGH. If you will read the report, you 
will find that this is an exceptional case. 7 
| Mr. CLAY. Ido not think there are any ex- 
ceptional cases; but I will hear the report read. 
| The Secretary read the following report, made 
by Mr. Jewert, inthe House of Representatives, 
February 3, 1858: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Sergeant Henry E. Read, of Ken- 


tucky, having had the same under consideration, unani- 
mously report: 

That Sergeant Read entered the Army intended for the 
invasion of Mexico, in the city of Louisville, State of Ken 
tucky, in the spring of 1847; that be was in every battie 
fought by the American arms from Vera Cruz to the city of 
Mexico, and until he fell desperately wounded in the ab- 
domen, in the rightshoulder and right arm, at the storming 
of Chapultepec ; that his conduct in every engagement was 
that of a truly courageous citizen soldier, until his fail at 
the storming of Chapultepee, with the colors of his regi- 
mentin his hands, onthe 13th September, 1847. Yourcom 
mittee would further report that Sergeant Read’s profession 
or calling before he enrered the Army was that of a black- 
smith; and that he bas been compelled, in consequence of 
the wounds reecived in the defense of kis country, toaban- 
don bis trade.and that he is wholly unable to perform man 
ual labor, and is in that condition at this time. Your com 
mittee beg leave further to report that Sergeant Read was 
honorably discharged from the service in the city of Mexico, 
While in the hospital, where he lingered for seven mouths, 
and had ultimately to find his way home as best he could. 


Mr. CLAY. What does the bill give? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Thirteen dol- 
lars a month. | know this man, and I know how 
he was shot. He was shot all to pieces, 

Mr. CLAY. Iwill let it go. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MICHAEL A. DAVENPORT. 

The bill (H. R. No. 516) for the relief of Mi- 
chael A. Davenport, of Illinois, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of Michael A. Davenport, of Illinois, 


on the invalid pension roll, at the rate of eight | 


dollars per month, and pay him a pension, at that 


rate, from the Sth of March, 1358, during his nat- | 


ural life. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


VRIGHT FORE, 

The bill (H. R. No. 522) for the reliefof Wright 
Fore was the next in order. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of Wright Fore on the invalid pension 
roll, at the rate of eight dollars per month, to 
commence on the 9th of November, 1852, and to 
continue during his natural life. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on 
Pensions with an amendment, in line five, to strike 
out ** eight dollars,’’ and insert ** six dollars.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Let the report be read 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom were 
referred the peution and accompanying papers of Wright 
Fore, of the State of Mississippi, report: 

That the petitioner claims to have enlisted as a private 
in the mounted company of Captain David Smith, in Col- 


onel Coffee’s brigade of Tennessee troops, in the month of 


October, 1813. Thatin the battle of Talladega, on the 9th 
day of November, 1813, he was wounded in the left shoul- 
der by a rifle ball fired from the camp of the enemy, which 
so disabled him as to render bim unfit for duty; he was 
considered dangerously wounded, and left at Fort Strother ; 


was carried from there to the hospitai at Huntsville. Ala- 


bama, where he remained until February following, when 
he was sent for by his friends and taken home. 

John Moore, Robert Haygood, and John Rutherford, who 
were inthe same service and company with the petitioner, 
testity fully to his having been wounded in the service. 

The Third Auditor of the Treasury, who has the custody 
of the rolls of the company to which the petitioner belonged, 
states that the name of Wright Fore appears on said rolls 
from the 24th of September, 1813, to the 16th of May, 1814. 
On said roll he is noted as “ wounded 9th November, 1813.’ 

John Shelby and Boyd MeNairy, who sign themselves M. 
D., swear, on the Ist of December, 1817, that he is disabled 
one half by reason of said wound. : 

J.J. Thornton and H. H. Parker, who are certified to be 


| July, 1852, that said Wright Fore is disabled three fourths. 
All the witnesses are certified to be men of veracity and 

} truth. The committee are unanimous in the opinion that 

| this is a meritorious case, and demands relief at the hands 
of Congress. They therefore report a bill. 


Mr. TOOMBS. If these allegations be true, he 


sion Office. I object to the bill 


reputable and credible physicians, swear, on the Ilth of 


| 
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Mr. BROWN. I want to say to my friend 
. m : 3 
from Georgia that | know this man perfectly well, 
and have known him twenty years. I do not 
know why he does not get a pension at the Pen- 
sion Office; but he ought to have one. 

Mr. TOOMBS. If the factsstated in the report 
be true, he would. It does not come under the 
law, or the case would not be here; therefore I 
take the statement not to be true. 

The bill was passed over. 

FRANCIS CARVER. 

The next in order was the bill (H.R. No. 524) 
for the relief of Francis Carver. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of Francis Carver on the invalid pen- 
sion roll at the rate of eight dollars per month, 
and to pay him at that rate from the 18th Decem- 
ber, 1857, and continue during his natural life. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Let the report be read. 

The Secretary read the following report: 

The Cominittee on Invalid Pensions, to whom were re 
ferred the memorial and papers of Francis Carver, report: 

That it appears, from papers submitted, that said Francis 
Carver, has been, tor a period of seventeen years, a soldier 
in the Army of the United States, having served through the 
war with Mexico. Alter that war he was ordered to the 
frontiers of Texas, where for eight or nine months he was 
in active service, exposed to the damps and cold of winter, 
Without tent or covering. During that service he contracted 
the disease with whieh he now suffers. 

The discharge of the petitioner is filed with his papers. 
Said discharge is signed by C. A. May, brevet colonel, and 
states that Francis Carver is discharged for ordinary disa 
bility. 

The certificate of J. A. Thompson, acting surgeon of the 
military asylum at Harrodsburg, Kentucky, states that the 
peutitioner ts laboring under a disease called St. Vitus’ 
dance ; that he is wholly disabled, &c. In view of these 
facts yourcommittee think this a case of merit, and report 
a bill for his relief. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I object to that. 

The bill was passed over. 

ROBINSON GAMMON. 

The bill (1. R. No. 525) for the relief of Rob- 
inson Gammon was next announced. 

It requires the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of Robinson Gammon, of Roxbury, Ox- 
ferd county, Maine, upon the roll of invalid pen- 
sions, at the rate of eight dollars per month, from 
the 3d of December, 1856, during his life. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Read the report. 

‘The Secretary read the following report: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the petition and papers of Robinson Gammon, sub- 
mit the following report: 

That his case was before the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions at the first session of the Thirty-Fourth Congress, and 
was favorably acted on, as will be seen by the tollowing 
report, Wlich your committee will adopt : 

* The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Robinson Gammon for a pension, ask 
leave to report: 

“That said Gammon, on or about the 10th day of Sep 
tember, A. D. 1814, was called out on an alarm to serve in 
the war declared by the United States against Great Britain 
on the 18th day of June, 1812; that at the time of aid 
alarm the petitioner lived in Buekfield, in the State of 
Maine ; thathe marched from Buckfield to Portland, in said 
State, in a company commanded by Captain Clase ; that 
after his arrival at Portland, he was drafted into Captain 
James Harlow’s company of Colonel Ryerden’s regiment 
of Massachusetts militia, and remained in serviee forty 
days, and was honorably discharged therefrom; that said 
march from Buecktield was a forced march, in which he 
coutracted a disease in his feet and legs, which has contin 
ued from that time up to the present. Said disease has 
continued to increase, until the said petitioner is now a 
cripple, without any hope of recovery. 

* From the proof it further appears that the petitioner is 
a poor man, with no visible means of support. The fore- 
going facts are proved to our satisfaction by the evidence 
accompanying the petition. There is also a petition signed 
by nearly all the legal voters in the town where the pet 
tioner resides, in aid of his said petition. 

‘* For the foregoing reasons the committee believe the 
suid Robinson Gammon justly entitled to the relief prayed 
for, and report the accompanying bill, and recommend that 
the same pass. 

“The committee report a bill granting relief, to com 
mence on the 3d day ot December, 1856." 


Mr. TOOMBS. I object to that. 
The bill was passed over. 
FREDERICK SMITH. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (1H. 
R. No. 526) for the relief of Frederick Smith. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
mith on the invalid pen- 
sion roll, at the rate of four dollars per month, 
and to pay him at that rate from the Ist of Feb- 
ruary, 1858, during his natural life. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Read the report. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the following 
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ferred the papers of Frederick Smith, of Pennsylvania, re- 
port: 

That they have examinedhe same, and that the petition- 
er alleges that he enlisted into the service of the United 
States as a private inthe company of Captain W. Ef. Irwin, 
of the eleventh infantry, in the month of May, 1846; that 
on the Iith day of Junc, 1847, he was wounded at the Na- 
tional Bridge, in Mexico, by a slug, which entered the left 
side of his head, and became “ imbedded between the ex- 
ternal and internal plates of the cranium, near the posterior 
margin of the left parietal bone :”’ said ball or slug was ex- 
tracted on the Sth of May, 1856. 

Jobn J. Marks, who signs himself M. D., swears to the 
character of the wound, and to the fact of his having per 
formed the operation by which the ball was extracted. 

Captain Willian H. Irwin, under whom he served, swears 
that Sinith was wounded while in the line of his duty. 

The committee report a bill granting relief, at the rate of 
four dollars per month, from the Ist February, 1858. 

Mr. CLAY. I wish to make this remark about 
all these claims: if they were entitled to a pen- 
sion, they could get it without appealing to Con- 
gress; but they cannot make the proof that would 
be required in any court of justice to establish 
their claim, and that is required at the Pension 
Office; and, to supply the deficiencies of proof, 
they appeal to Congress. 

The bill was passed over. 

DAVID WATSON. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
R, No. 535) for the relief of David Watson. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of David Watson, of Georgia, upon the 
list of invalid pensioners, at the rate of four dol- 
lars per month, to commence on the 15th of Feb- 
ruary, 1858, and continue during his natural life. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I! object to that bill. 


The bill was passed over. 
WILLIAM HEINE. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (HL. R. No. 219) 
for the relief of William Heine, artist in the Ja- 
pan expedition, 

It provides that there be paid to William Heine, 
artist of the late Japan expedition under Com- 
modore Perry, compensation at the rate of $1,800 
per annum during the time he was actually em- 
ployed in that service; but the amount already 
paid him as master’s mate on that expedition ts 
to be deducted therefrom. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


HENRY ORNDORF. 


The joint resolution (H.R. No. 24) for the re- 
lief of Henry Orndorf, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

It authorizes the Postmaster General to revise 
and adjust the account of the Department with 
Henry Orndorf, for mail service on route No. 
9157, from Zanesville to Columbus, Ohio, and to 


allow him full pay for the service, the same as if 


his bid had been for service six times a week, as 
required by the advertisement, instead of daily 
service. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 

Mr. WILSON. And I object. 

Mr.PUGH.  Itis merely to correct a mistake. 

Mr. WILSON, I withdraw my objection, if 
that is all. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
read. 

Mr. PUGH. The proposition was for a mail 
six umes a week; and the party, undera mistake, 
bid for a daily mail, which included Sunday, and 
these fines are for that Sunday, when the Depart- 
ment really had no service for him to perform. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 want to hear the report 
read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

The Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, to whom 
was referred the petition of Henry Orndort, of Olno, report: 

Phat it appears from the papers fided in this case that 
George Manville contracted to carry the United States mail 
from Zanesville to Columbus, Ohio, (being route No. 9157,) 
daily, from July 1, 1856, to June 30, 1860. The mail was 
carried six tines a week, and a deduction was made by the 
Department tor deficiency of service, the Department in- 
sisting that the word daily, in the contract, required service 
seven days each week. The contractor, on the otherhand, 
alleged that Sanday service was not wanted, and that his 
intention, when be made his bid, was for service six times 
aweek. ‘The Department did not allege that Sunday ser- 
vice was wanted on the route, but as the contract calls for 
daily service, the Department had no alternative but to 
make the proportional deduction trom the pay. 

In May, 1857, George Manville transferred his contract 
to Henry Oendorf; to take effect from April 1, 1857. 

The Department continued to deduct $53 30 per quarter 


I object to that. 


Let us hear the report 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


ji 
i] 


from the pay for the failure of the Sunday trip, the whole 
pay as per contract being $1,495 a year. Mr. Orndorf re- | 
monstrated with the Department. He asserted that it was | 
not the intention, when the bid was made, to run more | 
than six times a week, and that the postmasters on the route | 
would neither receive or deliver the mail on Sunday. . 

Mr. Orndorf, failing to convince the Post Office Depart- 
ment, applies to Congress, and the matter has been care- 
fully examined by your committee. 

It appears from the papers before the committee that the 
advertisement issued by the Department was tor mail ser- 
vice upon route 9157 three times a week and six times a | 
week, and that the bidder used the term daily, as per the 
advertisement of the Department. ‘This shows, to the satis- 
faction of your committee, that the bidder supposed he was | 
bidding for daily service during the business portion of the 
week. To corroborate this view of the case, there are 
among the papers the affidavits of those conversant with the 
facts, that such was the understanding of the bidder when 
his bid was made out. 

It is proper to add that it appears from the papers in the 
ease that it had not been customary to have Sunday service 
on the route, and that neither the interests of the Depart- 
ment northe public required it. 

Your committee, therefore, come to the conclusion that 
Henry Orndorf is entitled to (ull pay, and they have accord- 
ingly reported a joint resolution to that etlect. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Iam satisfied. 

The resolution was reported to the Senate with- 
out amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN DEARMIT. 
The bill (T1. R. No. 492) for the relief of John 


Dearmit was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

It directs the Postmaster General to pay to John 
Dearmit the sum of $295, in addition to the amount 
already paid him by the Government, under his 
contract for carrying the mail upon route No. 








is to be satisfied that Roswell Minard is the father 
of Theodore Minard, deceased; that Theodore 
Minard died without leaving a wife or lawful chi). 
dren; and that Theodore Minard never assigned or 
transferred the bounty land warrant. The Com. 
missioner of the General Land Office is to be ay- 
thorized to institute legal proceedings, in such 
manneras he may deem proper, to vacate the patent 
issued upon the last mentioned bounty land war- 
rant to recover the land embraced in that patent 
for the benefit of the United States, or for such 
other relief as he may deem suited to the cage 
and to cause the person or persons guilty of for- 
ging the assignment of the bounty land warrant 
and al] persons criminally connected with the for. 
gery, or of uttering or passing the forged assign- 
ment, to be prosecuted for such offense; the lawfy] 
expenses of which legal proceedings and prosecy- 
tions are to be paid for by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. : 
Mr. PUGH. That appears to have general 
provisions in it: I should like to hear the report, 
Mr. BENJAMIN. There is no general pro- 
| vision in the bill. Jt is the case of a man whose 
warrant has been located by the Land Office on a 
forged transfer. They tell him that they cannot 
give him a right to his land, because it has been 
divested by a forgery. The committee say, the 
Government must retrace its own wrong, and ive 
him his land, and sue the man who has posses- 
sion of it under the forged transfer. 
Mr. STUART. I know we cannot debate this 
uestion; but there is a part of this case which | 
do not like at all. A man that is in possession, 
, an honest purchaser of the land under a forged 





1601, from July 1, 1844, for four years. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


STUCKEY AND ROGERS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 493) 
for the relief of Stuckey & Rogers. 

It instructs the Postmaster General to pay to 
Stuckey & Rogers, mail contractors on route No. 
6078 from Winsboro’ to Pinckneyville, in South 
Carolina, at the rate of $333 per annum, for the 
transportation of the muils on that route; deduct- 
ing therefrom whatever payments may have been 
made, at the rate of $138 per annum, by the Post 
Office Department. 

The bul was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY KING. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. | 
R. No. 496) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Henry King, deceased. 

It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
to the legal representative of Henry King the 
sum of $1,817 36, it being for his services in the 
third Maryland regiment, and in the commissary 
department, during the revolutionary war. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I object to that. 

The bill was passed over. 


GEORGE H. HOWELL. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 510) for the relief of George H. Howell. 

It directs the proper accounting officers of the 
Treasury to pay to Dr. George H. Howell, an 
assistantsurgeon in the Navy of the United States, | 
the increased pay attaching to his increased rank | 
as assistant surgeon, from the commencement of | 
his increased rank to the time of the actual issue 
of his commission from the Navy Department. | 

Mr. TOOMBS. [object to that bill. He wants 
Pay, before he gets his office. 

| 


| 
| 
ie bill was passed over. | 
ROSWELL MINARD. 
} 
| 
| 


The bill (H. R. No. 356) for the relief of Ros- 
well Minard, father of Theodore Minard, de- 
ceased, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

It provides that the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office shall issue to Roswell Minard, 
the father of Theodore Minard, deceased, a war- 
rant for one hundred and sixty acres of land, in 
lieu of bounty land warrant No. 34,754, hereto- | 
fore issued to Theodore Minard, deceased, and 
when so issued it shall be in all respects of the | 
same effect as the warrant No. 34,754 would | 
have been had it been issued to Roswell Minard; 
but the Commissioner of the General Land Office 


| assignment with which he has had no connection, 
| should not lose the land. 

| Mr. BENJAMIN. The Senator is mistaken. 
| This bill simply provides that Government shall 
give the heirs of this soldier his bounty land. The 
answer made at the Land Office is, we have al- 
ready given his bounty land to somebody else, 
on a forged assignment of the warrant. 

Mr. STUART. The first part of the bill Lam 
for; but it goes on further to provide that the 
Government shall oust the man in possession 
| under the forged assignment. That I do not think 
ought to prevail. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Asa matter of course, if 
the party in possession is innocent he will retain 
his land. 

Mr. PUGH. I would rather the second sec- 
tion of the bill were stricken out. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I have no objection to its 
being stricken out. 

Mr. PUGH. That will give the party all he 
claims. The prosecution will cost more than 
twice the value of the land. I move to strike out 
the second section of the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and theamendment was concurred in. The amend- 
ment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. The bill was read the third 
time, and passed. 


MOTION TO RECONSIDER-—MRS. JONES. 


Mr. TOOMBS. While I was out, a bill was 
passed granting a pension to the widow of Gen- 
eral Roger Jones, on a bad principle. I move to 
reconsider it; and I should like to hear from the 
committee some reason for it. I ask that the 
motion to reconsider be agreed to at once. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I wish to debate the motion 
to reconsider; and I suppose it will go over. _ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) The Chair thinks that, under the gen- 
eral order, all bills that lead to debate must go 
over to-day. 

Mr. TOOMBS. After a bill has been passed, 
and the question is on reconsidering ? 

Mr. HAMLIN. I propose to debate that. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The motion? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TOOMBS. That is not under the rule. 
Whenever the passage of a bill is objected to, or 

ives rise to debate, it is to pass over; but here a 
| bill was passed sw) silentio. It escaped notice. | 
| want to put it where it was before its passage. 
| This has brought debate on its passage. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 





It did not bring any debate on its passage; but he 
proposes now to reconsider it, and I notify him 
that | want to debate that proposition. 
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Mr. TOOMBS. You cannot pass any more 
pensions, until that is reconsidered, to-day. I give | 
you notice of that. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Very well. 





Mr. TOOMBS. 1 want it understood that 1 
object to all bills for pensions to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to 
reconsider, in the case of the bill for the relief of 
Mrs. Jones, will be entered. 

Mr. HAMLIN subsequently said: I interposed 
an objection to a motion which was made by the 
Senator from Georgia, a few moments since. I 
have since made such examination as satisfies my 
own mind on the claim, and I have no objection 
to taking the question. It was the motion to re- 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 42) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Mary A. M. Jones. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to; and 
the question recurred on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Let the bill remain now as 
if it was objected to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being 
made, it lies over. 

JOHN M’DONOUGH. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceed to consider the bill (H. R. No. 543) for 
the relief of the legal representatives of John 
McDonough, deceased, late of Louisiana. 

[t provides that the claim numbered thirty-nine 
in the report of the register and receiver of the 
land office at New Orleans, Louisiana, made on 
the 22d of November, 1837, in the name of John 
McDonough, to atract of about one hundred and 
seventy-seven superficial arpents of land, be con- 
firmed; and that a patent issue, as in ordinary 
cases, to the legal representatives of McDonough; 
but this confirmation is only to be construed as 
a relinquishment of all right and title of the Uni- 
ted States, and is not to prejudice the legal claim 
of any other party, should such exist, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


JEAN BAPTISTE DEVIDRINE. 
The bill (H. R. No. 451) for the relief of the 


legal representatives of Jean Baptiste Devidrine, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It provides that the legal representatives of 
Jean Baptiste Devidrine, late of Louisiana, be con- 
firmed in their claim to that tract or parcel of land 
known on the public surveys of the southwestern 
iand district of that State as lot forty-five, in town- 
ship four south, range three east, and lot seventy- 
three, in township four south, range four east, 
containing about four hundred arpents, or three 
hundred and fifty acres, of land, and that a patent 
issue therefor, as in other cases; but this act is 
only to be construed as a relinquishment of what- 
ever title may be now vested in the United States, 
and is in nowise to interfere with any valid ad- 
verse claim of other or third parties, should such 
there be. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BERIAH WRIGHT. 

The next bill in order was the bill (H. R. No. 
460 granting an invalid pension to Beriah Wright, 
of New York. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of Beriah Wright, of New York, upon 
the roll of invalid pensioners of the United States 
and pay to him a pension, at the rate of four dol- 
lars per month, from the 16th of February, 1858, 
during his natural life. 

Mr. CLAY. lask for the reading of the re- 


port. ‘ 
The Secretary read it, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the petition and accompanying papers in the case of 
Beriah Wright, of the State of New York, report: 

That he was in service in the United States Army as a 
corporal, and he testifies himself, very clearly, that owing 
to exposure for want of tents and clothing, he was attacked 
with rheumatism so severely, that Major Bayly, command- 
ing the regiment, allowed him to procure a substitute and 
return to his home, some four or five weeks betore the ex- 
Piration of his term of service ; which fact is shown by the 
major’s affidavit. The term of service commenced May, 
19, 1813, and Corporal Wright left in the winter of 1813-14 
togohome. Dr. Kenrick testifies that Wright left home in 
good health, robust and vigorous, and returned for medical 
advice ; his complaint was rheumatism ; and that it has dis- 
abled him, the said Wright, one half or three quarters. Da- 
vid Palmer, another physician, testifies that said Wright is 
disabled from same cause one half. 


THE 


1 These gentlemen are || 
Cerulied by justices of the peace as physicians of good re- |, 





|| pute. Amos W. Brown,a lieutenant in the thirty-first Uni- 
|| ted States infantry, the regiment in which Wright served, 
| swears to the disability of Wright having been incurred in 
the service of the United States, and in the line of his duty. 
The Hon, Francis E. Spinner, a member of this House, files 
a letter in which he refers to the extreme poverty of the 
petitioner; he is personally acquainted with Wright, and 
believes that his case is truly a meritorious one. Your com- 
mitiee are of the opinion that the petitioner is entitled to a 
pension of four dollars per month, trom the 16th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1858. They therejore report a bill. 

Mr. CLAY. There is no explanation there 
| why he does not apply at the Pension Office, or 
why they will not give him a pension. 

Mr. TOOMBS. _ Is that a pension? 

Mr. CLAY. Yes. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I object to all pensions. 

The bill was passed over, 


LAND ENTRIES IN LOUISIANA. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 327) to af- 
firm certain entries of land in the State of Louisi- 
ana. 

It provides that the following described entries 
of land made by the persons hereinafter named, 
in the southwestern land district of Louisiana, be 
affirmed and held to be valid: Lots one and two, 
of section five, township fifteen south, range eleven 
east, containing one hundred and fifty-four and 
forty hundredths acres, entered by John Dawson; 
lots two, three, four, and five, section six, town- 
ship fifteen, range eleven east, containing one hun- 
dred and fifty-five and seventy-one hundredths 
acres, entered by John D. Alston, and fractional 
southwest quarter of section thirty-two and frac- 
tional section thirty-one, township fourteen south, 
range eleven east, containing sixty-eight and four 
hundredths acres, entered by Joseph T. Hawkins. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LITTLE FALLS BRIDGE. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 
No. 414) to reimburse the corporation of George- 
town, in the District of Columbia, a sum of 
money advanced towards the construction of the 
Little Falls bridge. 

It providesthat asum be appropriated to repay 
the corporation of Georgetown, in the District of 
Columbia, all moneys heretofore advanced by the 
corporation for and towards the construction of 
the bridge over the Potomac, at the point known 
as the Little Falls. And the corporation of George- 
town, by accepting the provisions of this act, is 
to waive and surrender all further claim or demand 
on the Government of the United States, founded 

| on any advancement of money or other thing to- 
wards the object therein specified to any other 
purpose whatsoever. 

Mr. IVERSON. That bill seems to appro- 
priate nothing. ‘The Senator from Mississippi, 
the chairman of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, who reported the billis notin his seat. 
It had better be passed over informally. 

Mr. HAMLIN. We had the sum in our com- 
mittee. 

Mr. IVERSON. We had better let it pass over 
informally. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Very well. 

The bill was passed over, 

Mr. BROWN subsequently said: A few mo- 
ments ago, while | happened to be out of my seat, 
a little bill for refunding te Georgetown certain 
moneys paid by her was laic aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
take it to be the sense of the Senate to proceed 
with the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. BROWN. The report shows that the 
amount is $4,600. The blank can be filled with 
that sum. I move that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. POLK. I call for the reading of the re- 

ort. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

The ‘Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom 


was referred the memorial of the Mayor of Georgetown, 
praying to be reimbursed the sum of $5,000, advanced by 


the corporation of Georgetown tow ards the construction of 


the bridge over the Potomac, at the Little Falls, have, ac- 
cording to order, had the same under consideration, aud 
beg leave to submit the following report: 

In the month of March, 1853, the sum of $30,000 was ap- 
propriated by Congress for the construction of a bridge 
across the Potomac river, at « point known as the Little 

| Falls, and the work was placed in process of construction 
under the direction of George Thom, captain in corps of 
topographical engineers. 
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In the fall of 1853, when the work had been prosecuted 
near to completion, the appropriation was found to be ex- 
hausted—the sum of $30,000 having been expended—and 
it became necessary to suspend operations unul other fusids 
could be procured applicable to the object. 

It was supposed that several months must pass before an 
additional appropriation could be expected from Congress ; 
and the abandonment of the work, in an unfinished condi- 
tion, at the approach of winter, must expose it to serious 
injury, Whilst its suspension would involve a necessity for 
a sale of the stock on hand, by which the Government 
would suffer a heavy loss. ‘To avoid these evils, the offi 
cer in charge, on consultation with the Secretary of the 
Interior, applied to the corporate authorities of Georgetown 
to advance a sum of 35,000, which would enable him to 
continue bis operations, and carry forward the bridge toa 
condition in which it might be used for travel during the 
then following winter. This proposition was acceded to, 
and, by several acts of the corporation, the sum of $5,800 
was placed to the credit afd subject to the order of Captain 
Thom, to be expended in the construction of the Little 
Falls bridge, his assurance being given, with the consent 
of the Secretary of the Interior, that the amount should be 
reimbursed to the corporation of Georgetown when the fur 
ther appropriation should be made by Congress. [t also 
appears that some lien on the stock on hand was executed 
in favor of the corporation of Georgetown, as a security for 
the reimbursement of the amount advanced ; but it is be 
lieved that nothing was realized by the corporation from 
this lien, the entire stock having been applied to the uses 
of Government. 

In August, 1854, Congress appropriated a further sum of 
&15,000 tor completing the bridge ; but a serions aceident 
bad befallen it, which created a necessity for the appropri 
ation of a large sum, and the corporation of Georgetown 
postponed its claim for immediate payment, unwilling to 
delay the completion of the work ; aecordingly, the sum of 
$13,800, part of the appropriation of $15,000, was applied 
towards the completion of the bridge, leaving a balance ot 
31.200, which was applied towards the payment of the suin 
of *5,800, leaving the sum of $4,600 due to the corporation 
of Georgetown ; for the paymentof which a bill is herewith 
reported. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. The bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM TURVIN, 
The bill (H. R. C. C. No. 81) for the relief of 


the heirs of William Turvin, deceased, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It directs that the heirs of William Turvin, de- 
ceased, be authorized to locate, free of cust, nine 
hundred and sixty arpents of land, or as near 
thereto as the same can be done, not exceeding 
that quantity, according to the legal subdivisions, 
on any of the public lands of the United States 
subject to entry at private sale, at $1 25 per acre; 
which lands, when so located, shall be in full for 
the claim of their father to a tract of land lying on 
the east side of the Mobile river and west of the 
Bayou Pascual, under a grant from the Spanish 
Government, which was recommended for con- 
firmation on the report of the register and receiver 
of the land office for the district of St. Stephens. 

Mr. PUGH. Ido not understand that. Has 
the Court of Claims got to be giving judgment to 
be paid in bounty land warrants? It seems to be 
a judgment for a certain number of acres of land. 

Mr. POLK. I will state to the Senator from 
Ohio the facts in the case. The bill was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. The committee 
were somewhat doubtful whether they ought not 
to report it back to the Senate, and ask to be dis- 


| charged, and have it sent to the Committee on 


Private Land Claims; but they considered that 
the case was a very plain one, and that if that 
course was taken, perhaps it might not come be- 
fore the Senate at this session, and they had better 
report in favor of it; which they did. 

Mr.STUART. DolTunderstand thatthis case 
was adjudicated by the Court of Claims ? 

Mr. IVERSON. It was. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The case must 
vo over if it leads to debate. 

Mr. IVERSON. I wish only to make an ex- 
planation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Very brief ex- 
planations #re usually received. 

Mr. LVERSON. The case went to the Court 
of Claims, on an original petition. It was de- 
cided by the court in favor of the petitioners, 
and the decisfon sent to the House of Represent- 
atives. It was referred to the Committee of 
Claims, of that body, at this session. That com- 
mittee reported the bill with a recommendation 
that it should pass, accompanied by a report. 
The bill passed the House of Representatives, 
came here, was referred to our Committee on 
Claims, and reported upon favorably. 

Mr. STUART. The difficulty I have, is that 


tlie Court of Claims has no jurisdiction whatever 
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with specific performances of land titles. That is 
a power which wecannot recognize in that court, 

Mr. POLK. The bill has passed the [louse 
of Representatives. 

Mr. STUART. I amaware of that. I do not 
mean to oppose the bill; but I wish now to say 
that I do not, and I trust the Senate will not, rec- 
ognize any such jurisdiction as that in the Court 
of Claims. 

Mr. IVERSON. The bill simply authorizes 
these parties to have the land. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RICHARD TARVIN. 
The bill (H. R. No, 238) for the relief of the 


heirs of Richard Tarvin, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

It requires the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to the heirs of Richard Farrin, alias Richard 
Tarvin, who was a friendly Creek Indian in the 
war of 1813 and 1814, the sum of $600, for losses 
sustained by him during that war. 

Mr. TOOMBS called for the reading of the 
report, and it was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred 
the memorial of Neal Smith, administrator of Richard Tar- 
vin, deceased, praying indemnity for property destroyed in 
the Creek war of 1815-14, ask leave to report: 

That Richard Tarvin, alias Richard Parrin, was a friendly 
Creek Indian in the war between the United States and his 
tribe in Lel3-14, and sustained loss by the depredations of 
the hostiles to the extent of $600, as reported by General 
D>. B. Mitchell, the agent of the Federal Government; that, 
by the treaty negotiated with the said Creek tribe of In- 
dians, at the close of said war, the United States guarantied 
indemnity to those Tndians who had remained triendly to 
our cause, for whatever property they had lost during the 
war by the common enemy. Claims were presented against 
the Government for such losses, on the part of the friendly 
Creeks, amounting, in the aggregate, to &195,417 90, all of 
which has been provided tor and paid by Congress. In 
addition to the claims embraced in the above amount, a 
supplemental abstract of claims was presented by Gen 
eral Mitchell in favor of six other triendly Creek Indians, 
amounting, altogether, to 89,770... Among these latter claim 
ants ts found the name of Richard Farrin, alias Richard 
Tarvin; and bis damages were assessed atthe sum of $600. 
Of the half dozen claimants included in the said supple- 
mental abstract of General Mitchell, the sum of $5,925 was 
paid to Peter Randall, in an act passed by the Thirty-Third 
Congress. The claims of Arthur Sigemond tor #1,420, and 
of John Simmance tor $1,163, were provided for in the In 
dian appropriation bill of last Cougress. 

Your committee can see no good reason why the claim 
of the petitioner, Richard Tarvin, elias Richard Farrin, 
through his legal representatives, shou;d not also be liqui- 
dated ; and therelore they report a bill, 


Mr. TOOMBS. I object to that. This is the 
third time that class of claims has been paid. The 
Creek treaty was on the very basis of that bill by 
which we paid them. 

Mr. IVERSON. The objection of my colleague 
passes the bill over, of course; but he is wholly 
mistaken. ‘This claim has never been settled. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I do not say the individual 
claim, but the class of claims. 

Mr. IVERSON. There were six cases that 
were exceptional cases, and this is the sixth. All 
the rest have been paid. 

Mr. ‘TOOMBS. I have no doubt they will all 
want to be paid over again. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN subsequently said: A_ bill 
for Richard Tarvin’s relief was passed over this 
morning, on the objection of the Senator from 
Georgia. IT have since called his attention to the 
facts, and he is satisfied with my explanation. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BAUDOUIN AND ROBERTS. 


The bill (H. R. No, 245) for the relief of A. 
Baudourn and A. D. Roberts, was announced as 
the next in order. 

It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pa 
the sum of $2,000 to A. Baudouin and A. D. Rob- 
erts,in full compensation for the damages sustained 
by them, arising from the sinking of a flatboat of 


ice, at New Orleans, by a steamboat in the service | 


of the United States. 


Mr. TOOMBS. I call for the reading of the 
report. . 


he Secretary read as follows: 


The Committee of Claims, to whom were referred the pe- 
tition and proofs of A. Baudouin and A. D. Roberts, of New 
Orleans, was referred, report : 

That the petitioners have, by proper proof, satisfied your 
committee that they were, on the 2ist day of March, 1846, 
owners of a flatboat of ice, containing two hundred and 


twenty tons, which boat, loaded with ice, had on that day | 


been towed down to the landing in the first municipality in 
the eity of New Orfeans, set apart to them by the wharfin- 
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ger; that just before she was properly fastened to the wharf, 
and whilst their boat was tied to another boat, the name of 
which is not given in the proof, but declared by the petition- 


ers to be the schooner Commerce, Captain Pierce, she was | 


run into by the steamer Colonel Harney, then in the ser- 
vice of the United States, and commanded by the officers 
of the Government. The proof shows that the Colonel 
Harney was under a heavy pressure of steam, and that the 
vet Was apparently the result of great carelessness or wan- 
tonly mischievous, whereby the petitioners lost the boat, 
which was sunk, and the ice, valued at 82,000; the proof 


is that there were two hundred and twenty tons, and that | 


it Was worth ten dollars per ton. 
Suit was brought in the United States district court, and 


the evidence on file which makes this case was taken con- | 


tradictorily with the United States district attorney, and 
would between individuals have given the plaintiffs a judg- 
ment for $2,000, but the case was dismissed upon an ex 


ception—wohich was that the Government could not be sued | 


whereupon the parties appealed to Congress for redress ; 


and, on the loth of December, 1846, this case was referred | 


to the Committee of Claims, and referred to the same com 


mittee again on the 17th of December, A. D. 1847; thaton | 


the JOU of March, 1548, a bill was reported to this House 
for $2,000, accompanied by a report from Mr. Rockwell, 
whieh reportand bill ts herewith submitted ; that the report 
and bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and recommended by the committee to 


the House forits passage, but was not reached. The papers | 


were again referred to the Committee of Claims on the 23d 
day of January, 1850, and on the L3th day of February fol- 
lowing a report was made from this cominittee by Mr. Nel- 
son, With a bill for the relief of the parties, which report and 
bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and reported back with a recommendation 
that it do pass the House ; that the report of the committee 
was not finally acted on. The bill went to the Speaker's 


table, and was not reached. In view of all these facts, the | 


conunittee report back all the papers, with a bill for $2,000 
for the relief of the petitioner. 

Mr. J. A. Rockwell, from the Committee of Claims, made 
the following report: 


The Commitee of Claims, to whom was referred the pe- | 


tition of A. Bandouin and A. D. Roberts, of the city of New 
Orleans, report as follows : 

The petitioners represent, and prove tothe satisfaction of 
the committee, that on the 21st March, 1846, a tlatboat, be- 
longing to them, loaded with ice, while lying at the wharf 


at the city of New Orleans, in proper place, was struck by | 
the steamer Colonel Harney, which was coming up the || 


river under full steam; that, by the force of the collision, 
the bottom and side of the flatboat were so broken and dis- 
jointed that it commenced filling with water so rapidly that 
the cargo could not be saved, and the boat and cargo soon 
sunk to the bottom of the river. The steamer was in the 
service of the United States at the time, and under com- 


mand of an officer of the United States, and the act was | 


one of manifest negligence. Under the state of facts exist- 


ing in this case, as between individuals, there could be no || 


doubt of the right of the party to claim the amount of dam- 
ages sustained; and the obligation of the Government is 
the same. The steamer was libeled in the United States 
court at New Orleans by the petitioners, and most of the 
testimony was taken in the presence of the United States 
district attorney, who cross-examined the witnesses. The 
libel was dismissed on the ground that the Government 


| could not be sued. The proof is, that the loss sustained by | 
the petitioners was $2,000 ; and fot this sum the committee | 


report a bill, and recommend its passage. 

Mr. TOOMBS. [object to that bill. 
volves a very important principle. 

The. bill was passed over. 

JAMES RUMPH. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H.R. No. 476) 
for the relief of James Rumph. 

It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
to James Rumph the sum of $760, in full com- 
pensation for medical aid rendered to soldiers in 
the service of the United States in 1837. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I desire to hear the report 
in that case. 

Mr. IVERSON. I will state the facts. During 
the Creek war of 1836-7 there was a severe battle 
between the troops of Alabama, under General 
Wellborn, and the hostile Creek Indians, on the 


It in- 


| banks of the Pedee river in that State, in which | 


many were killed and wounded on both sides. 
| There was a large number of wounded troops. 
| There was no medical attendantatall. They had 
to send for Doctor Rumph a distance of sixty 


miles, and he came and attended them for several | 


weeks, and this is his account for that service. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without | 


amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


FERDINAND O. MILLER. 
The bill (H. R. No. 480) for the relief of Dr. 


mittee of the Whole. 

It authorizes the proper accounting officers of 
|| the Treasury to anit and settle the account of 
| Dr. Ferdinand O. Miller, and allow him the pa 
| of an assistant surgeon in the Army, from the 6th 
‘| of July, 1846, to the 28th of February, 1847, for 
\, his services as surgeon and assistant surgeon 
during the late war with Mexico, deducting there- 


Ferdinand O. Miller was considered as in Com- | 








| from the amount paid him asa private soldier 
|| during the same time. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont 
| amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
| third time, and passed. : 


DINAH MINIS. 


| The next bill on the Calendar was the bil] (H 
| R..No. 481) for the relief of Dinah Minis, | 
| It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
| to Dinah Minis, or her legal representatives, ot 
of any money inthe Treasury not otherwise ap. 
|| propriated, the sums due on loan office certifi. 
cates—No. 93, for $37 273; No. 94, for $74 55:. 
and No. 104, for $81 66; alldated August 19, 179]. 
and signed by Richard Wylly, commissioner of 
loans—on the surrender of the original certificates 
at the Treasury Department. 
Mr. PUGH. Let us hear the report in that 
case, 
The Secretary proceeded and read part of the 
report. 
Mr. PUGH. Ido not know that it is neces. 
, Sary to read the report. | object to the considera. 
| tion of the bill. It appears to bea very old claim, 
The bill was passed over. 


| 
| LOOMIS L. LANGDON. 
| The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 570) 
for the relief of Lieutenant Loomis L. Langdon, 
|, It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to credit 
| the account of Second Lieutenant Loomis L, 
| Langdon, first artillery, United States Army, 
| with $1,176 66, being the amount stolen from his 
| possession at Fort Brown, on the night of the 23d 
| of October, 1857. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


DAVID M’CLURE. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
| proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 571) 
|, for the relief of David McClure, administrator of 
Joseph McClure, deceased. 
It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
to David McClure, administrator of Joseph Me- 


| 


|| Clure, deceased, the sum of $107 64, it being the 
|| amount of interest collected from McClure, in his 
lifeume, on a judgment in favor of the United 
|| States Government, which, it was afterwards 
ascertained, he did not properly owe, and the 
| amount of which judgment has been previously 
refunded to him by Congress. 

| The bill was reported to the Senate without 
|| amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


ROBERT A. DAVIDGE. 


| The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 575) for the relief of Robert A. Davidge. 
It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
| to Robert A. Davidge the sum of $118 90 in full 
for his services as a temporary clerk in the office 
of the First Comptroller of the Treasury from 
March 26 to April 30, 1857. 
Mr. HUNTER. I object to that bill. 
The bill was passed over. 


GEORGE MAYO. 


| The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 
No. 290) for the relief of the legal representatives 

| of George Mayo, deceased. 

| Itdirects the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 

to the legal representatives of George Mayo, de- 

' ceased, late a clerk in the General Post Office De- 

partment, the sum of $400, in consideration in 

full of services performed by him, during six 
months, as an extra clerk in that Department, 

| with the sanction and under the direction of one 

of the Assistant Postmasters General. 

| Mr. BENJAMIN. I move its indefinite post- 

| ponement. There is an adverse report in that 
case. 

| ‘The motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM HUTCHENSON. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 254) for the relief of William Hutchen- 
son. 

It instructs the Secretary of War to pay to 
William Hutchenson the sum of $150, in full 
_ settlement of his claim for compensation for ser- 
| vices asa spy during the late war with Great 
\| Britain. 
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Mr. BENTAMIN, 


| make the same motion | 
in that case. There is an adverse report. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 


BENJAMIN WARD. 


The. bill (S. No. 421) to authorize the Seere- 
tary of the Interior to issue a land warrant to Ben- 
jamin Ward, was read a second time, and consid- 

ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to issue 
to Benjamin Ward, of Maine, a land warrant for 
one hundred and sixty acres of land, in consider- 
ation of his detention as a prisoner in the Dart- 
moor prison, during a portion of the last war with 
Great Britain. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is there any report in that 
case? Why is the warrant to be given? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Several bills of this kind 
have passed for Dartmoor prisoners. 

Mr. FOSTER. It stands on the same ground 
as a bill which passed the Senate at the last. ses- 
sion, but was lost in the House of Representa- 
tives,and again passed the Senate at this session, 
for three individuals. It was a practice which I 
found was recognized in the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN R. BARTLETT. 


The next bill on the Calendar, was the bill (S. 
No. 422) for the relief of John R. Bartlett. 
It requires the proper accounting officers of the 
Treasury Department, in the-settlement of the 
accounts of John R. Bartlett, late commissioner 
on the Mexican boundary, to allow and credit | 
him with the several items of his accounts for 

moneys paid by him in the discharge of his duties 
as commissioner, which have been ‘heretofore ren- 
dered to the Departme nt, with the proper vouch- 
ers, and disallowed, not exceeding in all the sum 
of $4, 724 39; and that the balance which shall be 
found due to him after the allowance of thoseitems, 
if any, be paid. 
Mr. WRIGHT. 
port in that case. 
Mr. SIMMONS. The report is pretty long 
and I think I can state the facts briefly. These 
are the accounts of Mr. Bartlett, who was com- 
missioned to run the Mexican boundary line. 
Some of the vouchers were not sworn to under 
circumstances like these: he was away off in an 
Indian country; and sometimes he appointed a 
secretary, for instance, who happened to be a doc- 
tor, as surgeon, and-allowed him a certain addi- 
tional sum for serving as surgeon to the corps. 
Ile divided the corps into two. One portion went | 
to the Pacific, and the other started from the Rio | 
Grande. The accounts appear to be all fair, and 
the sums due have been paid, and the vouchers 
were proper, but some of them were not sworn to. 
He had no justice of the peace before whom they | 
could be sworn to in the Indian country. I know | 
the money has all been paid out by him; and it 
is said by the Auditor to have been in conformity | 
with the allowances made to the commission that | 
ran the northeastern boundary. 
Mr. TOOMBS. I know something of these 
accounts of Mr, Bartlett, and they were very un- 
satisfactory to the Government at the time. I 
object to the bill, until we can look into it further. 
The bill was passed over. 


LEWIS W. BROADWELL. 


The bill (H. R. No. 572) for the relief of Lewis 
W. Broadwell was considered, as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
to Lewis W. Broadwell the sum of $12,938, in full 
compensation for transporting the United States 
mails, in steamboats, from Vicksburg, Missis- 
sippi, to Grand Lake, Arkansas, from the 4th of 
September, 1854, to the 17th of April, 1857, at the 
rate of $5,000 per annum. 


I should like to hear the re- 


Mr. WILSON. _I desire to hear the report. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. I can in a word state the | 
facts. This mail servick was contracted for under 


the head of the Department at $100 a week with 
another contractor. After running ten or twelve | 
weeks, he gave it up, being unable to do the ser- | 
vice for the price. The contract had been made 

by the local postmasters, under the instructions } 
ofthe Postmaster General. When the contrac- || 
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tor gave it up, the price ‘being limited to $100: a 
month, the mail was stopped, and the local post- 
masters induced Mr. Broadwell to carry the mail 
on the promise that they would endeavor to get 
him a reasonable compensation, to be approved 
by the Postmaster General. He carried the mail 
for about two years, until the Postmaster Gen- 
eral readvertised and relet the route. When that 
had been done, the price was found to be $10,000 
ayear. The Postmaster General was applied to 
for the purpose of fixing, according to the subse- 
quent contract, what was a reasonable rate to Mr. 
Broadwell, and he has fixed the proper rate at 
the sum which the committee have reported. The 
mail carried by him was not in conformity with 
acontract, but it was carried without a contract 
on the promise of a fair compensation, the pre- 
vious contractor having abandoned the service. 

Mr. WILSON. I withdraw my objection. 
Mr. YULEE. I will state in addition, that 
not being fully satisfied myself in reference to the 
case, I had an interview with the Representative 
in the House for that district, who communicated 
to me the fact, which, at my request, he placed 
in writing among the papers, that the.Postmaster 
General (Mr. Campbell) had agreed with him to 
adopt the service, and to pay for it, but that agree- 
ment was not carried into effectin¢ onsequence of 
some misunderstanding on another subject, 

Mr. POLK. I believe a part of this claim is 
for money actually paid by this party for the 
transportation of the mail from the boat to the 
post office. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Yes, sir 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOUN FERGUSON. 

The next bill on the Calendar was 
No. 419) for the relief of John Fe 
others. 

Mr. WILSON. I object 

The bill was passed over. 

JOHN LEE. 
The bill (FH. R. No. 461) granting an invalid 


the bill (S. 


‘rguson and 


to that bill. 


' pension to John Lee, of the State of Maine, was 


next announced. 


It provides that the name of John Lee be placed 
upon the pension list of the United States, at the 
rate of eight dollars per month, from the 22d of 
December, 1857, and to continue during life. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Ll ask for the reading of the 
report. 

The Secretary read the following report: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of John Lee for a pension, ask leave to 
report : 

That said Lee, under the name of John Richards, a pri- 
vate, enlisted into the service for the war on the 3d of Feb- 
ruary, [813,in the ninth regiment of United States infantry, 
and has been traced on the rolls of his company up to the 
15th of May, 1815. Said Lee fought in five pitehed battles: 
Battle of Williamsburg, in said regiment, in General Cov- 
ington’s brigade ; at Fort Erie; at Chippewa, Queenstown, 
and Fort George; at Bridgewater, or Lundy’s Lane ; the 
siege of Fort Erie, which lasted fifty or sixty days ; and was 
in the fight when Fort Erie w as blow n up, and at the sortie 
near said fort when the enemy’s batteries were taken and 
blown up by the American force es. It further appears that 
in said ninth regiment, at said battle of Lundy’s Lane, that 
all of said Lee’s company, with the exception of himself and 
one other private, were either killed, wounded, or left the 
field before the termination of said battle. 
it further appears that at said battle, and in the night time, 
he was hit by a musket ball in the lett shoulder and badly 
injured ; that in consequence of said injury his left arm and 
hand have become almost disabled. For the foregoing rea- 
sons the committee believe the said John Lee jugtly entitled 
to the relief prayed for, and report the accompanying bill, 
and recommend that the same pass. 


Mr. WRIGHT. I am satisfied. 
Mr. CLAY. | object to it. 
The bill was passed over. 


R. F. BLOCKER AND OTHERS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 
No. 425) for the relief of R. F. Blocker, E. J. 
Gurley, and J. F. Davis. 

It authorizes the Secretary of War to pay to 
R. F. Blocker, E. J. Gurley, and J. F. Davis, the 
sum of $1,500, in full for their claim against the 
United States for their professional services in 
defending Lieutenant Anderson and his detach- 
ment, who were arrested and tried for a criminal 
offense alleged to have been committed while act- 
ing under orde rs of their commanding officer in 
Texas, i in the year 1854. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I object to that bill. 

The bill was laid over. 


From the proof 


RUSSELL FIT CH. 


The bill (S. No. 426) to authorize the Secretarv 
of the Interior to issue a land warrant to Russell 
Fitch, of Ohio, was read the second time, and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to issue 
a land warrant for one hundred and sixty acres 
of land to Russell Fitch, of Ohio, in consideration 
of military services rendered in the Army of the 
United States during the last war with Great 
Britain. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 
report, 

Mr. FOSTER. There is no written report in 
that case, but | can state the facts very briefly. 
xe pe titioner shows service to within a very 

‘w days of the amount required at the Pension 
Offic e, by proof which they agree to be sufficient. 
The amount of time claimed was much more than 
sufficient but was not within their rules; buta 
letter from Mr. Whittlesey, of Ohio, who is well 
known to the Senate, recommended the case as 
being within the equity and within the reason of 
the law, as he thought. It wasa question of tech- 
nical deficiency of proof at the Pension Office as 
to a portion of the time. There were six days 
which they required which were not proved tech- 
nieally. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I withdraw the objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed, 


Lask for the reading of the 


INVALID PENSIONS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S 
No. 395) to authorize the increase of invalid pen- 
sions In certain cases, 

It provides that the Secretary of the Interior 
shall have the same power to increase the pension 
in case of increased disability of all persens who 
may receive an invalid pension by virtue of aspe- 
cial law that he would have in case of like pen- 
sions granted by a general law 

Mr. PUGH. That isa general bill. 


I object 
to it. 


THOMAS W. WARD. 


The bill (S. No. 427) for the relief of Thomas 
W. Ward, late United StateS consul at Panama, 
was read a second time, and conside red as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

It requires the Secretary of State to settle, upon 
princ iples of equity and justice, the account of 
Thomas W. Ward, iate consul of the United 
States at Panama, for expenditures made by him 
in procuring testimony in relation to the outrages 
committed on American citizens in the riot at Pa- 
nama, on the 15th of April, 1856, and appropriates 
such sum as may be found due. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM HOWELL. 


The bill (H. R. No. 513) granting an invalid 
pension to William Howell, of Tennessee, was 
next in order. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of William Howell, of Tennessee, on 
the invalid pension roll, and that he be paid a 
pension at the rate of eight dollars per month, 
commencing on the 23d of February, 1858, and 

| continuing during his life. 

Mr. CLAY. Read the report. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the papers of William Howell, of the State of Ten- 
nessee, asking an invalid pension, for injuries received in 
the war of 1812, report: 

That it appears, from the @vidence filed, that said Wil- 
liam Howell enlisted on the loth July, 1812, for eighteen 
months, under Captain Martin Hawkins, in the twenty- 
seventh regiment of infantry ; was transferred shortly after 
tothe company of Captain Thornton 8. Posey, in the same 
regiment. Whilst on bis way from Fort Knox to Fort Har- 
rison, with a load of provisions for the army, he was shot 
in the left breast by a ball fired from a gun in the hands of 
an Indian ; from the effeets of said wound he has never re- 
covered, but is now wholly disabled from obtaining a living 
by manual labor. 

William Hargiss and Abraham Dye, who were in the 
same company with him, swear to the fact of his having 
received the wound whilst in the line of his duty. 

D. B. Cliff and 8. 8. Mayfield, who are certified to be 
physic ians of good standing in Franklin, Williamson county, 
Tennessee, certify that he is now disabled one half oc 
more. 

The committee are of opinion that he is entitled to re- 
lief, and therefore report a bill. 
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Mr.CLAY. ‘The Senator from Georgia, | be- 
lieve, objected to all these cases. 

Mr. TOOMBS, Yes, sir; I object to them. 

The bill was passed over. 


WILLIAM BULLOCK. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 520) for the relief of William Bullock. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of William Bullock upon the roll of in- 
valid pensions, and that he be paid a pension at 
the rate of six dollars a month, from the Ist of 
January, 1854. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Read the report. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the petition and papers of William Bullock, beg leave 
to submit a report: 

‘That there is good and suflicient evidence of said Bullock 
having rendered service in the war ot 1612; thathe received 
severe injuries whilst in the line of bis duty, which now 
unfit him for labor. Ata former session of Congress a bill 
was introduced tor his relief, but for want of time it failed 
to become a law. Your committee now report a bill grant- 
ing him relief, 


Mr. TOOMBS. I object. 

The bill was passed over. 

SHOVE CHASE. 

The bill (H. R. No. 533) for the relief of Shove 
Chase, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of Shove Chase, of New York, upon the 
invalid pension list, at the rate of eight dollars 
per month, commencing on the Ist of January, 
1856, to continue during his natural life. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Read the report. 

The Secretary read the report, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom were re 
ferred the petition and papers of Shove Chase, having had 
the same under consideration, beg leave to report: 

‘The petivoner proves by his own oath, and the certificate 
ofthe captain, that he enlisted at Staten Island,in the State 
otf New York, the 19th day of December, 1812, for one year, 
m the waroftkl2. That while in said service he had the 
misfortune to break lus arm by a fall, while passing trom 
oue post to another in the dark. He also proves, by the 
surgeon of the army who attended him, and also by the cer 
tifeates of two surgeons of his own county, by the former 
that he wasin the line of lis duty when the injury was re 
cerned, and by the surgeons of lis county that the injury 
sull continues. His neighbors certity that be has not at any 
tine been qualified to périorm manual labor, excepting with 
the nmgithand; that he has retused to receive, or rather ap 
ply, fora pensian while he was able to earn tis board by 
dog small favors for his neighbors. He is now aged, and 
unable to support himself; the yajury of lis wrist increas 
Ing instead of getung better. The committee, deeming this 
a case where rehef should be granted, introduce the aec- 
companying bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third ume, aud passed, 

ELI W. GOFF. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (TH. 
R. No. 353) for the relief of Eli W. Goff, which 
had been reported adversely by the Committee on 
Commerce. 

It provides that the proper accounting officer of 
the ‘Treasury, upon satisfactory proof being pre- 
sented that kl W. Goff, late inspector of customs 
for the district of Vermont, actually sustained 
damages and losses by his efforts faithfully to ex- 
ecute the revenue laws of the United States, shall 


audit his account, and pay to him the amount of 


his damages and losses; but the amount allowed 
is to be for damages resulting directly from a 


proper discharge of his legal duties as inspector of 


customs, and is not to exceed the sum of $5,000. 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the bill be indef- 
initely postponed, 

Mr. CLAY. lL reported it adversely; but the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Cottamer] asked 
me not to act on it in his absence. 

The bill was passed ever. 

ALONZO AND E. G. CCLBY. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 486) 
for the relief of Alonzo and Elbridge G. Colby. 

It er $2,502 11 for Alonzo Colby and 
Elbridge G. Colby, of the town of Buckport, in 
Maine, that sum being the balance due to them on 
their contract with the United States, dated July 


24, 1855, for constructing a breakwater at Owl’s 


Head harbor, Penobscot river, Maine. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GARDNER AND VINCENT. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


the relief of Gardner & Vincent and others. 

It directs the Secretary of the Treasury, upon 
the production of satisfactory evidence, to andit 
and settle the several accounts of Gardner & Vin- 


! 


cent, A. S. Gardner, A. F. Holmes, G. B. Mur- | 
phy, C. C. Carlton, N. E. Crittenden, O. A. | 


jrooks & Company, and W. Bingham & Com- 
pany, for goods, &c., furnished the United States 


superintendency of John Coon, and to pay the 
amounts found to be due. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to | 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HASAM AND BREWSTER. 


The bill (H. R. No. 573) for the relief of | 


Thomas Hasam and B. S. Brewster was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Its purpose is to require the Secretary of the 
Treasury to audit and settle the accounts of 
Thomas Hasam and B. S. Brewster, for services 
as inspectors of hulls and boilers, at New Orleans, 
Louisiana, and to allow them their regular com- 
pensation from the date of their appointment as 
if they had been sworn and properly qualified. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
, j 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS ANTISELL. 


The bill (H. R. No. 452) for the relief of Dr. | 
Thomas Antisell was considered as in Commit- 


tee of the Whole. 


It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay | 


to Dr. Thomas Antisell, the sum of $274 65, in 
full of his account for services rendered as act- 


ing assistant surgeon to the command (company | 


G, third artillery) escorting Lieutenant Parke’s 


party of survey from California to New Mexico | 


in 1855. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | 


DAVID BRUCE. 

The bill (1. R. No. 269) for the relief of David 
Bruce was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

It empowers the Commissioner of Patents to 
extend the patent of David Bruce, dated Novem- 
ber 6, 1843, fora new and improved mode of cast- 
ing type, for seven years from the date of its ex- 


piration, subject to the rules and regulations now | 
in force for granting extensions; provided it shall |, 


appear on examination that the failure to extend 
his patent occurred through an official mistake. 
Mr. PUGH. I object to that bill. 
Mr. REID. 


Will the Senator permit me to | 


make a remark, which I think will satisfy him in | 


relation to the bill? 

Mr. PUGH. Certainly. | 

Mr. REID. This is not to grant an extension 
of a patent. 
year. 
application for a ronewal in time, and the exam- 
iner made his report, but one of the clerks mis- 
placed the report, so that the Commissioner did 
not act upon it until after the expiration of the 
time, an 
the case because the clerk had made the mistake, 


then decided that he could not take up | 


It expired some time during the last | 
Before its expiration, the patentee made | 


. : . . 
and the papers had not reached him in time. This | 


bill is merely to permit him to take up the case 
and examine it as he could have done if his clerk 
had not made the mistake. 


allchanged. The bill only gives the right to ex- 


The case is not at | 


amine it, as the Commissioner would have done | 


if the clerk had not made the mistake. 

Mr. PUGH. How long did the patent run? 
Has it ever been renewed before ? 

Mr. REID. It has tiever been renewed. 

Mr. PUGH. I withdraw the objection. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to | 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES MYER. 


The bill (S. No. 428) for the relief of James 
Myer was read a second time, and considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

It directs the payment to James Myer, late 
quartermaster to the Mexican boundary com- 
mission, of the sum of $1,093 71, being in full for 
his time and expenses in returning to his home 
after he was relieved from duty as a member of 
the commission. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


ume, and passed. 
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proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 569) for || 





June 4, 

JANE J. WINGERD. ' 

The bill (S. No. 429) for the relief of Jane J 

Wingerd was read a second time, and consid. 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It directs the payment to Jane J. Wingerd of 

the sum of $233 33, in full for two months’ ger. 

vices of her late husband, Jacob B. Wingerd, 


| deceased, as a temporary clerk in the office of the 


_ First Comptroller of the Treasury in 1843. 
marine hospital at Cleveland, Ohio, during the || 


Mr. TOOMBS. I object to that bill. 

Mr. IVERSON. Will my colleague allow me 
to make an explanation of the case to him? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Certainly. 

Mr. IVERSON. This is a poor woman; and 
the facts of the case are simply these: in the 
Comptroller’s office, one of the clerks became 
largely behindhand; and the Comptroller found 
it necessary to employ a temporary clerk to bring 
up the business, and, by doing that, he was ey. 
abled to transfer another clerk to a higher branch 
of duty. This man Wingerd was employed jn 
the office to perform the service for two months. 

Mr. TOOMBS. This purports to have been in 
1843, fifteen years ago. 

Mr. IVERSON. Ido not recollect the time. 

Mr. TOOMBS. That is the date given, fifteen 

ears ago. 

Mr. IVERSON. I hardly think it was so long 
ago. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I wish to know why the ser- 
vices have never been paid for before, as they 
were rendered fifteen years ago? : 

Mr. IVERSON. Read the report. 

The Secretary read the report; from which it 
appears, from a statement of James W. McCul- 
loh, Esq., late First Comptroller of the Treasury, 
that, in consequence of a large accumulation of 
business in that office, in the year 1843, Mr. Ja- 
cob B. Wingerd was duly sworn and employed 
as a temporary clerk in that office for two months, 
on a grade of service for which the regular clerks 
were paid at the rate of $1,400 per annum. For 
this service no payment has been made, there be- 
ing no fund out of which to pay compensation to 
extraclerks. Although the committee disapprove 
of the employment of extra clerks in the Depart- 
ments or bureaus without authority of law, yet, 
as this service appears to have been regarded as 
necessary by the Comptroller, and to have been 
faithfully rendered, they think a proper compen- 


' sation ought to have been made. 


Mr. TOOMBS. I object, unless some account 
can be given of the fifteen years’ delay. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be 

assed over. 

Mr. TOOMBS subsequenjly said: The Sena- 
tor from Texas [Mr. Houston] having satisfied 
me in, regard to the case of Jane J. Wingerd, | 
withdraw my objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


SYLVANUS BURNHAM. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 233) for the relief of Sylvanus Burnham. 

It requires the Secretary of War to place the 
name of Sylvanus Burnham upon the roll of in- 
valid pensioners, and cause to be paid to him 
eight dollars per month, commencing from and 
after the 14th of November, 1850, and to continue 
during his natural life. 

Mr. CLAY. I object to that bill. 

The bill was passed over. 

CORNELIUS H. LATHAM. 

The bill (H. R. No. 464) for the relief of Cor- 
nelius Hi. Latham was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to allow 


_and pay Cornelius H. Latham, of New York, an 
invalid pensioner, the sum of eight dollars per 


month during his natural life, in lieu of the pen- 


| sion now allowed him by law, to commence on 
the 25th of February, 1856. 


Mr. PUGH. Let us hear the report in that 
case. 

The Secretary read it, and it appears that the 
petitioner was, by special act of Congress for his 
relief, approved July 17, 1854, placed on the pen- 
sion list, at the rate of four dollars per month, on 
account of disease contracted while in the line of 


| his duty, in the service of the United States, as a 


} 


— in Captain E. V. Sumner’s company 0! 


nited States dragoons. 


1858. 
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The petitioner now states that the disease has 
continued to this time, and renders him unable to 


rform any labor. He presents the aiflidavits of 
two physicians, who are certified to be reputable 
in their profession, who state that he is not only 
stil] disabled, but, in consequence, is disabled to 
a degree amounting to a total disability. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN DUNCAN. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 


ceeded to consider the bill (H.R. No. 366) for the | 
relief of John Duncan. 

It requires the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the list of Navy pensioners, at the rate of 
sixteen dollars per month, the name of John Dun- 
can, who was a landsman in the United States 
Navy on board the United Statés ship-of-war 
Brandywine, and who has become totally blind in 
consequence of disease contracted and injuries re- 
ceived by him while in the line of his duty in the 
service of the United States; the pension to com- 
mence on Ist of December, 1855, and continue 
during his natural life; but itis notto be paid if he 
remains a beneficiary in the United States naval 
asylum. 

The bill was reported, with an amendment to 
strike out ** sixteen dollars,’’ and insert * eight 
dollars.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, 
and the amendment was concurred in; and or- 
dered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read a 
third time. It was read the third time, and passed. 


EBENEZER HITCHCOCK. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 532) for the relief of Ebenezer Hitchcock, 
which had been reported adversely by the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of Ebenezer Hitchcock, of Massachu- 
setts, on the invalid pension roll, at the rate of 
eight dollars per month, and to cause him to be 
paid at that rate from the Ist of February, 1858, 
during his natural life. 

Mr. CLAY. I move the indefinite postpone- 
ment of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ALLEN SMITH. 

The bill (H. R. No. 534) for the relief of Allen 
Smith, was next considered by the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

It requests the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of Allen Smith, of New Hampshire, 
upon the invalid pension list, at the rate of eight 
dollars per month, to commence on the 2st of 
January, 1858, and continue during his natural 
life. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CLAY. I move to reconsider that vote. 
l ask for the reading of the report. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to; and 
the question recurred on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CLAY. Read the report. 

The Secretary read it; a it appears from the 
aflidavit of the petitioner, (and his statement is 
corroborated by the certifigate of the Adjutant 
General,) that he enlisted in the company of Cap- 
tain Weeks, eleventh regiment of United States 
infantry, on the 20th May, 1812, for five years, 
and served the full period of his enlistment, and 
was honorably discharged. It further appears 
from his statement that he was transferred to the 
recruiting service, being a drummer, and was or- 
dered from place to place; that whilst stationed at 

lattsburg, New York, he had an attack of mea- 
sles, and before he hail entirely recovered, was or- 
dered to Champlain, in the same State, and whilst 
there, and in feeble health, he was obliged to en- 
camp in the woods, without covering, exposed to 
the cold, wetand snow, which produced sickness, 
and from ihe effects of which he has never recov- 
ered; but, on the contrary, he has grown worse, 
until he is now wholly incapable of supporting 
himself, and that his present disabled condition is 
Owing to disease contracted whilst in the discharge 
of his duty asa soldier. Two or three respecta- 
ble physicians fully confirm his statement as re- 
gards his present disability, and give it as their 


opinion that it is in consequence of exposure to_ 


the inclemency of the weather. It also appears 


from the affidavit of the officer who enlisted the 
peutioner, (Gould,)and who served with him dur- 


ing the whole five years, and also by that of Lieu- 


tenant Stephenson, whoalso served with him, that 
he was, at the time of entering the service, a strong, 
able-bodied man, and that his present disability 


| is the result of an incurable disease, contracted 


whilst in the Army, and in the discharge of his 
duty. 

Mr. CLAY. That case is obnoxious to the 
common objection which I make to all these cases. 
When they fail to make the proof required at the 
Pension bureau, they come before Congress; and 
sometimes by sympathy, and sometimes from the 
importunities of friendsof these parties, their bills 
are passed, while others, equally meritorious, are 
rejected. I object to it. 

The bill was passed over. 

MARY BAINBRIDGE. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 221) for the relief of Mary Bainbridge. 

It directs the name of Mary Bainbridge, of Mas- 
sachusetts, to be placed upon the pension list of 
the United States; and the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior is to pay, or cause to be paid, to her the sum 


| of thirty dollars per month, commencing on the 


Ist of June, 1857, and to continue during her nat- 


ural life. 


| one In the committee. 


Mr. PUGH. Read the report. 

Mr. CLAY. I can state in a word the charac- 
ter of the bill, and the point in issue. I will state 
here that I oppose all these claims, but | am but 
Her husband did not die 
in service, and therefore it does not come within 
the general law; but this bill proposes to pension 


| her. 





Mr. PUGH. The report will explain the case. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. It isof no use to read the 


| report, if the bill is objected to. 


Mr. CLAY. 


I understand the Senator from 


| Georgia to object to it. 


Mr. FOSTER. I think, if the report was read, 
the bill would not be objected to. 
Mr. TOOMBS. I object. 
The bill was passed over. 
ZINA WILLIAMS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 239) for the relief of Zina Williams. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of Zina Williams, of New York, upon 
the invalid pension list, at the rate of eight dollars 
per month, commencing on the 4th of December, 
1855. to continue during his natural life. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Read the report. 

The Secretary read it; and it appears that the 
petitioner was called into the service in the war 
of 1812, in September, 1814, from Montgomery 
county, New York,and marched to Sackett’s Har- 
bor, in New York, where he was on duty, without 
shelter, sleeping (if at all) upon the ground; sick- 
ness prevailed in camp, and on the Ist of October, 
1814, he was taken sick of the prevailing camp 
disease, and was sent to the hospital, where he 
was attended by two surgeons; his sickness set- 
tled into a fever; his friends sent for him, with 
difficulty carried him home ona bed; he was con- 
fined to his bed eighteen months, the fever con- 
centrating in his left hip, causing great pain and 
contraction of the muscles, resulting in almost the 
entire loss of the use of the left leg; the disability 
continuing from that time to the present, and of 
a nature incurable; that he 1s a farmer, a sober, 
temperate, prudent man, and,is clear from any 
charge of imprudence or exposure as the cause of 
the continuation of his disability. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I object. 

The bill was passed over. 


SAMUEL GOODRICH. 


The bill (H.R. No. 229) for the relief of Sam- 
uel Goodrich, jr., was announced as next in 


| order. 


It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of Samuel Goodrich, jr., of New York, 
upon the roll of invalid pensioners, and to pay 


| him a pension, at the rate of eight dollars per 


month, during his natural life, tg commence on 


| the Ist of January, 1856. 


Mr. TOOMBS. Let the report be read. 

The Secretary read it; and it appears that in 
September, 1814, the petitioner entered the service 
of the United States in the militia, in Oswego 
county, New York, and marched to Sackett’s 
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Harbor, New York; there in camp he was ex- 
posed to the hardships of a soldier; destitute of 
barracks; exposed to the wet, sleeping on the wet 
ground, he was seized with the prevailing camp 
distemper, which soon became a bilious fever and 
inflammatory rheumatism, W hich caused the form- 
ation of many tumors upon his body and limbs, 
that were often lanced, resulting, finally, in the 
formation of an abscess on the left bip, injuring the 
hip-jeint, contracting of the muscles, shortening 
of the left leg, making it almost useless, attended 
with extreme pain; on reaching home he was con- 
fined to his bed or room one year and a half, and 
since that day he has continued a cripple, unable 
to perform hard labor, with a diseased hip, incu- 
rable, and without hope of improvement. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I object. I know no reason 
why he could not get a pension at the Pension 
Office. ; 

Mr. CLAY. Because he cannot make proof 
to satisfy the Commissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Sol thought. 

Mr. CLAY. Butit requires a much less amount 
of proof to satisfy Congress. 

Mr. TOOMBS. It does not require any proof 
here. 

The bill was passed over. 

SILAS STEVENS. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 459) granting an invalid pension to Silas 
Stevens, of Virginia. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of Silas Stevens, of Virginia, on the 
invalid pension roll, and pay him a pension, at 
the rate of four dollars a month, from the Ist of 
February, 1858, during his natural life. 

Mr. PUGH. I do not think it worth while to 
vo throuch with these cases, as we are satisfied 
all this class of pension bills will be objected to. 
If the rest are objected to, | think they ought all 
to stand together. 

The bill was passed over. 


STEPHEN BUNNELL. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 224) for the relief of Stephen Bunnell. 

It provides that the name of Stephen Bunnell, 
of Indiana, a sergeant major of the war of 1812, 
be placed upon the list of pensioners of the United 
States, for and during his natural life, at the rate 
of fifteen dollars per month, to commence from 
and after the Ist of January, 1855. 

Mr. CLAY. |! object to it. 

The bill was passed over, 

THERESA DARDENNE. 

The bill (S. No. 434) for the relief of Theresa 
Dardenne, widow of Abraham Dardenne, de- 
ceased, and their children, was read a second 
time, and considered as in Committee of the 
W hole. 

It provides that Theresa Dardenne, widow of 
Abrabam Dardenne, or, in case of her decease, 
any one of herchildren by Abraham Dardenne, de- 
ceased, be allowed to enter, in legal subdivisions, 
at any land office in Arkansas, free of cost, the 
quantity of six hundred and forty acres of unap- 
propriated land belonging to the United States, 
and subject to private entry, as an indemnifica- 
tion for losses sustained on account of an errone- 
ous sale of Jand by the land officers at Little Rock, 
Arkansas, on the 20th of January, 1836. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I will state 
that this case has passed unanimously every com- 
mittee it has been before, and it has passed the 
Senate heretofore, but never passed the House. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOHN DONNELSON AND OTHERS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 54) to revive 
and extend an act entitled ** An act for the relief 
of the repre sentatives of John Donnelson, Ste- 
phen Heard, and others,’’ approved May 24, 
1524, and the s¢veral acts extending, continuing, 
and reviving the same. 

The original bill proposed to revive and extend 
the provisions of the act approved May 24, 1524, 
entitled ** An act for the relief of the representa- 
tives of John Donneison, Stephen Heard, and 
others, and the several acts extending and reviv- 
ing the same,’’ to the representatives of John 
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Donnelson, deceased, subject to the conditions 
imposed by those acts, for the term of two years. 
The Committee on Public Lands reported the bill 
with an amendment to strike out all after the en- 
acting clause and insert: 

That the provisions of the act approved the 24th May, 
1224. entitled “* An act tor the relret of the represeatatives 
of Jolin Dounelson, Stephen Heard, and others, and the 
several acts extending, continumg, and reviving the same,”’ 
be. and the same are hereby, revived and extended to the 
representatives of John Donnelson, deceased, subject to the 
coudinons and limitavons imposed by the aforesaid acts, 
for the term of two years trom the passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. The bill 
was ordered to be encrossed for a third reading, 
was read the third time, and passed. Its title 
was amended soas toread: ** A bill to revive and 
extend an act entiled * An act for the relicf of 
the representatives of John Donnelson, Stephen 
Heard, and others,’ approved May 24, 1824, and 
the several acts extending, continuing, and reviv- 
Ing the same.’”’ 

MARY BOYLE. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 277) for the relief of Mary Boyle. 

Itdirects that the name of Mary Boyle be placed 
on the pension roll, at the rate of twenty dollars 
per month, from the Ist of January, 1858. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Let the report be read. 

Mr. CLAY. The point is that her husband 
did not die in the service. I object to all such 
cases. 

The bill was passed over. 


EVELINA PORTER. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (TT. 
R.No 458 ) forthe relief of Evelina Porter, widow 
of the late Commodore David Porter, of the Uni- 
ted States Navy. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of Evelina Porter, widow of the late 
Commodore Porter, deceased, of the United States 
Navy, upon the list of invalid pensions, to be paid 
at the rate of thirty dollars per month, for five 
years, from the 91h of February, 1853. 

Mr. CL AY. l object. 

Mr. GREEN. Letit be considered. Vote it 
down if itis wrong. I consider it a very meri- 
torious case, 


Mr. CLAY. 


I have no objection to that. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I object. “Let them all go the | 


same way. 
‘The bill was passed over. 


JUDITH NOTT. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (EL. R. No. 528) 
for the relief of Judith Nott. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of Judith Nott upon the pension roll of 
the United States, at the rate of nine dollars per 
month, from the Istof January, 1855, and to con- 
tinue during her widowhood. 

Mr. CLAY. Read the report. 

The Secretary read the report. Itappeais from 
the evidence in support of the application of Ju- 
dith Nott that her husband, John Nott, now de- 
ceased, was a seaman in the Navy of the United 
States during the late war with Great Britain. It 
further appears, from the certificate of Jonathan 
D. Ferris, late lieutenant in the United States 
Navy, (who 1s also deceased,) that in December, 
1814, when the Briush were off the coast of Lou- 
isiana, and threatened their attack upon New Or- 
leans, he selected, among others, the said John 
Nott as one of a picked crew to man gun-boat 
No. 5 on Lake Borgne, of which he was in com- 
mand, to resist the landing of the enemy. [i fur- 
ther appears that Nott was in command of a piece 
of ordnance, and that the boat, among others, had 
a severe encagement on the ]4th of December, 
1814, with the enemy on the lake. After the bat- 
tle Lieutenant Ferris observed that the hand of 
John Nott was wounded, and that he appeared 
lame. Upon inquiry into the cause, he learned 
that while John Vou was in the act of elevating 
his gun the breech fell and smashed his fingers; 
and that the lameness proceeded from a splinter 
entering his hip, but neither su yposed the wounds 
serious, or of much moment. i appears from the 
certificate of Lieutenant Ferris that he did not 
consider the wounds sufficiently serious to report 
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ficer, though he was wounded by a splinter at the | 


same time, which he passed unnoticed, but which 
subsequently became serious. The wounds sub- 
sequently assumed a serious character, and John 
Nott was confined a year at the hospital in Phil- 
adelIphia, and was subsequently discharged, his 
wounds still uncured. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third ume, and passed. 


HORATIO BOULTBEE. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 506) for the relief of the administrator of 
Lloratio Boultbee, deceased, which had been re- 
ported upon adversely by the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

It provides that there be appropriated the sum 
of $588 50 to the administrator of Horatio Boult- 
bee, deceased, being payment in full for a stack 
of wheat which was barned by the troops of the 
United States on the 2Ist of February, 1847, at 
Agua Nueva, in Mexico. 

Mr. CLAY. 1 move its indefinite postpone- 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JAMES T. V. THOMPSON. 


The bill (S. No. 435) for the relief of James 
T. V. Thompson was read a second time, and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It provides that there be paid to James T. V. 
Thompson, the sum of $627 75, in full for loss 
or damage on a quantity of flour purchased by 
him at a public sale, under the direction of the 
United States commissary, at Fort Leavenworth, 
in August, 1851, and which flour proved to be 
unsound, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
report read. 

The Seeretary read the report, from which it 
appears that by order of the commissary of sub- 
| a sale of about one thousand bags of 


I should like to hear the 


sistence 


, 
flour was adverused on July 25, 1851, to take | 


place on the I6ch of August following, at Fort 
Leavenworth. The advertisement represented 
the flour to be ‘tin good order, and perfectly 
sweet.”’ ‘The peutioner purchased four hundred 


and five sacks, at $1 95 per sack, amounting to | 
After the flour was delivered and paid | 
for, it was ascertained, as is alleged, to be sour | 
and unfit for use, and was afterwards sold by the | 


$789 75. 


petitioner for the best price he could get, and 
netted him about forty cents per sack, subjecting 
him toa loss of $627 75, which he asks to have 
reimbursed, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There have been two 
favorable reports, That is enough for me. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordeved to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES M. PERRY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. | 


No. 439) for the relief of Charles M. Perry. 

It provides that there be paid to Charles M. 
Perry the sum of $1,172 94, being the difference 
between his salary asa messenger and the salary 
of a clerk, the duues of which he performed from 
the 23th of September, 1853, to December 30, 
1856. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I object to that bill. 

The bill was passed over. 

NANCY MAGILL. 

The bill (H. I. No. 345) for the relief of 
Nancy Magill, of Ohio, was announced as next 
in order. 


It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 


the name of Nancy Magill, widow of James Ma- 
gill, of Ohio, on the pension roll, at the rate of 


eight dollars per month, for five years, commenc- 


ing on the 4th of March, 1858. 
Mr. PUGH. 
which I presume my friend from Georgia will 
not object. 
Mr. LIAMLIN. 
Mr. ‘TOOMBS. 
The Secretary read the report; and it appears 
that James Magill, the husband of Nancy Magill, 
enlisted as a private for the war, in the company 
of Captain Hoagland, Colonel Morgan’s regiment 
of infantry, on the 28th of April, 1847, was 
wounded at Chapultepec 13th September, 1847, 
and discharged from the service August 4, 1848; 


Let us hear the report. 


in his retura of casualties to his commanding of- || was subsequently appointed brevet second lieu- 


That is an exceptional case, to | 


I think that it is a good case. | 
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tenant, and promoted first lieutenant for his bra- 
very during the war. On the 29th of March 
1849, he was compelled to resign his commission 
as lieutenant, on account of ill health. Some 
time in the year 1549, after he resigned his com- 
mission as lieutenant, he left his residence jn 
Coshocton, Ohio, for the purpose of going to 
Cincinnati on business, since which time he has 
not been heard from. 

Mr. PUGH. The case appears to be this: this 
man resided —— 

Mr. ITAMLIN. I object, if nobody else does. 

Mr. CLAY. Just let me say one word. 

Mr. PUGH. I can show the Senate that it js 
a proper case, 

Mr. CLAY. I want to show the great diffor. 
ence between this and the other cases. 

ThePRESI * del OFFICER. Objection being 

i 


made, the bill lies over. 


JOHN C. RATHBUN. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 529) for the relief of John C. Rathbun. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of John C. Rathbun on the list of retired 
pensioners, at the rate of four dollars per month, 
to commence on the 15th of February, 1858, and 
continue during life. 

Mr. PUGH. I object to the bill. 

The bill was passed over. 

PHINEAS G. PEARSON. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 527) for the relief of Phineas G. Pearson, 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of Phineas G. Pearson on the list of in- 
valid pensioners, at the rate of eight dollars per 
month, to commence on the 22d day of January, 
and continue during life. 

Mr. PUGH. I object to the bill. 

The bill was passed over. 


JOHN PERRY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 531) for the relief of John Perry, of Iili- 
nois. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of John Perry, of Illinois, on the list of 
invalid pensioners, at the rate of eight dollars per 
month, commencing on the J5th of February, 
1858, and to continue during his natural life. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I should like to hear the re- 
port in that ease, 

The Secretary read it; from which it appears 
that Perry was a private in company C, com- 
manded by Captain John M. Moore, in the second 
regiment of Illinois volunteers, commanded by 
Colonel James Collins; that he enlisted on the 15th 
day of July, 1847, to serve during the war; thathe 
marched to the seat of war, and while in the line 
of his duty as a soldier at the town of Puebla, in 
Mexico, in the month of March, 1848, he was 
attacked with serofulous irietus, which has so af- 
fected his eyes as to produce almost total blind- 
ness. 

Mr. CLAY. There is nothing on the record 
to show all this sickness, and therefore L object 
to the bill. 

The bill was passed over. 

KENNEDY O'BRIEN. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (1. 
R. No. 457) for the relief of Kennedy O’Brien. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of Kennedy O’Brien on the list of in- 
valid pensioners, and that he be paid a pension, 
at the rate of eight dollars per month, from the 
Ist of January, 1854. 

Mr. PUGH. I object to the bill. 

The bill was passed over. 

WILLIAM SUTTON. 
The next bill was the bill (H. R. No. 346) for 


| the relief of William Sutton. 


It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of William Sutton on the roll of invalid 
pensioners, and cause him to be paid the sum of 


|, six dollars per month, to commence from and after 
|| the Sth of February, 1858, and to continue during 


the period of his natural life. ; 
Mr. PUGH. 1 object to the bill. 
The bill was passed over. 


NEHEMIAH S. DRAPER. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
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n. No. 511) for the relief of Nehemiah S. Draper 
| William Holden, heirs-at-law of Mary Dra- 
dae a ceased, which had been reported adversely 
by the Committee on Pensions. 
Me. CLAY. I move the indefinite postpone- 
ment of the bill. 
. The motion was agreed to. 


TIMOTHY L. 0’ KEEFFEE. 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 


Rh. No. 267) for the relief of Timothy L. O’Keeffee, 


whieh had been reported adversely by the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAY. [move its indefinite postpone- 
me nt. 


The motion was agreed to, 
JOHN B. ROPER. 
7 he bill (H. R. N de Yo. 321) for the re lie f of John 


PB. Roper was next considered by the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole. | 
It directs the Postmaster General to pay to 
Jolin B. Roper, in addition to the sum already 
paid him, the sum of $300 for services performe “d 
a mail route No. 13336. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Let the report be read. 
‘The Secretary read the report; from which it 
appears that Roper, at the mail lettings in the 
winter of 1854, put in two bids on routes Nos. 
13335 and 13336. The first-named route, running 
from Carlyle, Clinton county, Illinois, to Mus- 
eouta, is twenty-seven miles, and the other, from 
Carlyle to Hillsboro’, Montgomery county, is 
forty miles’ distance. Route No. 13336, a dis- 
tance of forty miles, was given to him under his 
bid, as stands upon the books of the Department, 
for $200, and route No. 13335 was given to an- 
other for 9169. The petitioner alleges that he 
intended to have reversed the order of his bids, 
making the highest bid cover the longest route; 
they should have - in and were desiened by 
him to be, on route . 13336, forty miles, $275, 
and on route No. 13335, twenty-seven miles, 
$200, just ponent, them. He has performed 
the service on route No. 13336, forty miles, for 
$200 per annum, and a committee are clearly 
of the opinion that he is jusily entitled to the ad- 
ditional sum of seventy-five dollars per annum, 
which, for the four years, the period of his con- 
tract, amounts to the sum " of $300. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third ume, and passed. 


JOSEPH CLYMER. 


The bill (S. No. 438) for the relief of Joseph 
Clymer, was read a second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

It provides that there shall be paid to Joseph 
Clymer the sum of $15,670, in full for all claims 
by him for losses or damages on account of the 
contract entered into between himself and the Uni- 
ted States, represented by Thomas Swords, lieu- 
tenant colonel, quartermaster of the United States 
Army, on the 18th of April, 1851, and by reason 
of the failure of the United States to perform the 
suine. 

Mr. WILSON. 
report. 

Mr. HUNTER. I object to the consideration 
of the bill. The Court of Claims, I understand, 
have decided against the claim. 


WIDOWS’ HALF PAY. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. ALten, its Clerk, an- 
nouncing that the Louse had passed a joint res- 
olution (HI. R. No. 36) giving construction to the 
second section of the act of February 3, 1853, to 
contnue half pay to certain widows and orphans, 
in Which the concurrence of the Senate was re- 
quested; which, on motion of Mr. Hamuin, was 
read twice by its tide, and referred to the Com- 
nuttee on Pensions. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Henry, his Se cretary, announced 
that the President had approved and signed, the 
dd instant, the following acts and resolutions: 

A resolution devolving upon the Secretary of 

Var the execution of the act of Congress enti- 
tled * An act supplemental to an act therein men- | 
tioned,” approved December 22, 1854; ! 

A resolution for the benefit of the ‘widow of | 


I ask for the reading of the 


Commander William 
States Navy; 

An act confirming 
under certain circumstances; 

An act for the relief of the heirs of Richard D. 
Rowland, deceased, and ethers; and 

An act toextend an act entitled ** An act to con- 
tinue half pay to certain widows and orphans,”’ 
approved February 3, 1853. . 


Lewis Herndon, United 


} oa 
locations of land warrants 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Auten, its Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint reso- 
lution; and they were thereupon signed by the 
Vice President: 

An act for the relief of Benjamin L. McAtee 
and Isaac N. Eastham, of Louisville, Kentucky; 

An act making appropriations for the payment 
of clerks employed in the offices of the registers 
of the land offices at Oregon City and Winches- 
ter, in the Territory of Oregon; 

An act for the relief of Ge orge W. Biscoe; 

An act for the relief of Oliver P. Hovey; 

An act for the relief of Richard B. Alexander; 

An act for the relief of Simeon Stedman; 

An act for the relief of Susannah Redman, 
widow of Lloyd Redman; 

An act for the relief of Captain Stanton Sholes; 

An act making appropriations for the consular 
and diplomatic expenses 
the year ending the 30th of June, 1859; 

An act for the relief of Joseph Webb, 

An act for the relief of Robert W. Cushman, 
formerly an acting purser in the Navy; 

An act for the relief of Micajah Brooks: 

An act for the relief of Isaac Body and Sam- 
uel Fleming; 

An act for the relief of Job 
State of New York; 

An act for the relief of Elizabeth McBrier, only 
surviving child and heir of Colonel Archibald 
Loughrey, deceased; 

An act for the relief of Benjamin Wakefield; 

An act for the relief of Lewis M. Broadwell; 
and 

A resolution for the relief of General Sylvester 


Churchill. 


Stafford, of the 


THOMAS LAURENT. 


Mr. PUGH. I objected the other day to the 
consideration of a small bill (8S. No. 334) for the 
relief of Thomas Laurent, surviving partner of the 
firm of Benjamin & Thomas Laurent. [withdraw 
my objection, and move that that bill be now 
taken up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
read a second time, and considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

It requires the Secretary of War to pay to 
Thomas Laurent, surviving partner of the firm of 
Benjamin & Thomas Laurent, or to his legal rep- 
resentatives, the sum of $15,000, being the amount 
paid by that firm, on that day, to Major General 
Winfield Scott, in the city of Mexico, for the pur- 
chase of a house in that city, out of the posses- 
sion of which they were since ousted by the Mex- 
ican authorities. 

Mr. PUGH. I offer an amendment, in line 
seven, after the word ** dollars,’’ to insert ** with 
interest at the rate of six per cent. yearly, from 
the 11th of November, 1847.”’ 

Mr. HUNTER. I must object to the consid- 


' eration of this bill, if we are to have a discussion 


about interest. 

Mr. PUGH. If this bill does not pass, which 
is a plain case, the parties will sue General Scott, 
and we shall not only h: oe to pay the money, but 
have to pay four or five lawyers. It is a plain 
case of having got the money of these people on 
a failure of title. The vill is simply to pay back 
the purchase money. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. The bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. SLIDELL. | object to the third reading 
of the bill to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
be passed over. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HUNTER. 


Then it must 


I move to postpone the prior 


of the Government for 
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take up the naval appropriation 


orders, and 
bill. 

Mr.GREEN. IJ hope the Senate will not take 
that course. We have through the Calen.- 
dar, and passed bills to which there were no ob- 
There are other bills that one or two 
Se nators may object to, and yet a majority may 
want to pass. Idesire to give those mena hear- 
ing, and [ think it is right, and just, and proper, 
that they should have a hearing. [ hope the Sen- 
ate will vote down the proposition of the Senator 
from Virginia. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I would submit to the 
Senator from Virginia, whether, as the Senate 
has been going on very successfully with the pri- 
vate business, he had not better allow us to con- 
clude the Private Calendar entirely. 

Mr. HUNTER. We have got through the Pri- 
vate Calendar; none but objected cases remain, 
and we might lose the whole day on a single one 
of them. |] have waited until we got through the 
Calendar before making this motion. If we are 
to adjourn on Thursday next, we ought surely to 
dispose of the appropriation bills. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. We have not got through 
with the Calendar. There are a large number of 
bills that have not been disposed of, because some 
one Senator said, ** L object I think we could 
very soon pass from thirty to forty private bills 
which have not been acted upon to-day. 

Mr. HUNTER. Let us take the sense of the 
Senate; I have not a word more to say. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Lagree with the Senator 
fr om Missouri, in expressing the hope that the 
Senate will not procee xd to the consideration of 
the Navy appropriation bill this evening, and if 
the Senate decline to take up that bill, | shall ask 
for an executive 1 am, of course, not at 
liberty to do more than allude to the nature of the 
business calling for an executive session, but the 
Senate understands it, and | think the majority 
feel quite as much interest in the accomplishment 
of that business confided to my charge as any 
other. I know it is equally as pressing; and if 
the Senate does not afford me an opportunity of 
considering it early, and some days before the 
adjournment, we shall probably be called upon to 
consider it in such a manner as not to please many 
of us who are desirous to get home soon. I hope 
the Senate will vote down the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Virginia, and then proceed to the con- 

sideration of executive business. 

Mr. TOOMBS called for the yeas and nays on 
Mr. Hunrer’s motion; and they were ordered. 

Mr. LVERSON. I wish to ask a question of 
the Senator from Virginia. If we take up the 
naval appropriation bill, does he expect us to go 
on with it and finish itto-night? If not, 1 do not 
see any use in taking it up. 

The question being takem by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 22, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. 
man, Fessenden, 
son of Arkans 

teid, Slidell, 
Wright —22. 

NAYS—Mesers. Bell, Benjamin, Broderick, Brown, Crit 
tenden, Doolittle, Fitch, Foot, Foster, Green, Hamiin, 
Houston, fverson, Johnson of Tennessee, Jones, Pugh, Se 
bastian, Seward, Simmons, Stuart, Wade, ind Wilson—22. 


gone 


session. 


Allen, Bigler, Bright, Clark, Clay, Cling- 
Fitzpatrick, Gwin, Hale, Hunter, Jobn 
as, Kennedy, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Polk, 
Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, and 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Auten, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the following bills, in which 
the concurrence of the Senate was requested: 

A bill (C. C. No. 84) for the relief of Ferdi- 
nand Coxe; and 

A bill (C. C. No. 
Parker. 


85) for the relief of Peter 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. I move that the Senate 


proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

Mr. THOMSON, of N 
the Senate adjourn. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to; there 
being, ona division—ayes 13, noes 23. 

Mr. Sepastian’s motion was agreed to; there 
being, ona division—ayes 21, noes 19; and after 
some time spent in the consideration of executive 
business, the doors were reopened, and the Sen- 


vew Jersey. I move that 


‘ate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, June 4, 1858. 


The House met at eleven o’clock, a.m 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


CONSULAR BILL. 


The SPEAKER announced the business first 
in order to be the consideration of the Senate 
amendment to Hlouse bill (No. 6) making appro- 
priations for the consularand diplomatic expenses 
of the Government for the year ending the 30th 
of June, 1859. 


COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS. 
Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I rise to a privi- 


leged question. | move to reconsider the vote by 
which the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Cray} 
was, yesterday, excused from further service on 
the Committee on Foreien Affairs. | will not ask 
that the motion be disposed of now, as the gen- 
tleman is notin his seat; but I desire to have it 
entered, 
CREDITORS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. GROW. I desire the unanimous consent 
of the Elouse to permit me to introduce a bill to 
amend an act to establish a court for the investi- 
gation of claims against the United States, so as 
to permit creditors of the Government to sue in 
the district courts of the United States. I desire 
simply to have it referred. 


Mr. PLilLLIPS and others objected 


SETTLERS IN ILLINOIS. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. I desire to submit a motion 
to discharge the Committee on Public Lands from 
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
538) for the relief of settlers on certain Jands in 
the State of Ilinois—simply to secure the right of 
preemption. Lask that the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Davis] be allowed to report back the 
bill. 

‘There being ng objection, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, reported back the bill 
above described, and asked to have it put upon its 
massage, 

The bill declares that all settlers in good faith, 
prior to the passage of this act, on any of the pub- 
lic lands heretofore selected by the State of Lili- 
nois, but which have not been confirmed to said 
State, under the provisions of the act of Septem- 
ber 4, 184], shall be entitled to preémpt their sev- 
eral claims by legal subdivisions, not to exceed 
one hundred and sixty acres, at the ordinary min- 
imum of $1 25 per acre, except within the six-mile 
limits of any railroad grant; and in that case at 
the double minimum of $2 50 per acre; provided 
such settlers shall establish their rights accord- 
ing tothe rules and regulations preseribed by the 
act of September 4, 1541, and that they pay for 
the same within three months from the date of the 
publication of this act by the register of the proper 
district, and provided that no declaratory state- 
ment shall be required to be filed by such set- 
tlers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and, being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


KEEP, BARD AND CO. 


Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the Elouse to take from the 
Speaker's table Senate lull (No. 318) for the relief 
of Keep, Bard & Co. I desire to have it read for 
the information of the House, and then to have it 
pat upon its passage. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I object. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I hope the gen- 
tleman from Virginia will withdraw his objection 
till he shall have heard the bill read. 

Mr. DEAN. Would itbe in order to move to 
proceed to the business on the Speaker’s table, 
and to dispose of all these bills? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Llinois. 
rezular order of business. 

r. PHELPS, of Missouri. 
nd the rules.. 
TheSPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain | 

the motion of the gentleman from Missouri. 


I call for the 


l move to sus- 


THE CONGRESSION 


| 
| 


‘the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee | 





PENSION BILL. 

Mr. SAVAGE. I move that the House re- 
solve itselfinto the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, to take up the bill for grant- 
ing pensions to the officers onl 
of 1812. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain 


until the House shall dispose of the pending prop- 


osition on which the previous question was sec- || 
onded yesterday evening, and the main question | 


ordered to be put. 
CONSULAR BILL—AGAIN. 


The Senate amendment to the consular bill, 
pending when the House efornynetd powterseys 
was then taken up for consideration. The Senate 
proposed to strike out the following section of the 


bill making appropriations for the consular and |) 
diplomatic expenses of the Government for the | 


year ending the 30th June, 1859: 

* Sec. 2. .nd he it further enacted, That no part of the 
money herein appropriated shall be paid out of the Treas- 
ury for any expenses which accrued, or shall accrue, before 
the commencement or after the termination of the fiscal 
year ending the 30th of June, 1859.” 


The question being on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senate, 

Mr. DEAN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 84, nays 81; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkins, Avery, Barksdale, 
Bishop, Bonham. Bowie, Burnett, John B. Clark, Clem- 
ens, Cobb, John Cochrane, Cockerill, Corning, Cox, James 
Craig, Crawtord, Curry, Davidson, Davis of Indiana, Dim- 
mick, Dowdell, Edmundson, English, Eustis, Faulkner, 
Florence, Foley, Gartrell, Goode, Gregg, Lawrence W. 


Hall, Vhomas L. Harris, Hateh, Hawkins, Hopkins, Hughes, | 


Jackson, Jenkins, Jewett, J. Glaney Joues, Owen Jones, 
Keitt, Kelly, Landy, Leidy, Letcher, Maclay, McKibbin, 


MeQueen, Samuel 3. Marshall, Mason, Miles, Millson, | 


Moore, Niblack, Peyton, John 8. Phelps, Phillips, Quit- 
man, Reagan, Reilly, Ruffin, Russell, Sandidge, Savage, 


Seales, Seward, Aaron Shaw, Henry M. Shaw, Shorter, | 


| Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, 


Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Vallandigham, White, 


Whiteley, Winsiow, Woodson, Wortendyke, and Augus- | 


tus R. Wright—84. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Andrews, Bingham, Blair, Bliss, 
Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Case, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Clark B. Cochrane, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cur- 
tis, Davis of Maryland, Davis of Massachusetts, Dawes, 


Dean, Dodd, Durtee, Edie, Farnsworth, Fenton, Foster, | 
Giiman, Gilmer, Gooch, Goodwin, Granger, Grow, Harlan, | 


J. Morrisou Harris. Hill, Hoard, Howard, George W. Jones. 


| Kellogg, Kelsey, Kilgore, Knapp, Leiter, Lovejoy, Matte- 


| burn, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wilson, and | 


son, Maynard, Morgan, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Free- 
man H. Morse, Oliver A. Morse, Mott, Murray, Nichols, 
Palmer, Parker, Pettit, Pike, Potter, Purviance, Ready, Ri- 
eand, Ritehie, Robbins, Royce, John Sherman, Stanton, 
William Stewart, Thayer, Tompkins, Trippe, Underwood, 
Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Wash- 


John V. Wright—8l. 
So the Senate amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. J. GLANCY JONES moved to reconsider | 
the vote by which the amendment was concurred | 


/in, and also moved to lay the motion to recon- 


sider on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message was received from the Senate, by | 


| Mr. Dickrns, its Secretary, informing the House 


that the Senate had passed, with amendments, the | 
bill making appropriations for sundry civil ex- | 


pers of the Government, for the year ending 
une 30, 1859. 
SLOOPS-OF-WAR. 


Mr. BOCOCK. Task the unanimous consent 


of the House to permit me to report a bill from | 


the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
MARYLAND CONTESTED ELECTION. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. If the gentleman 


will give way for a moment, I wish to make a |, 
statement. | gave notice yesterday that I desired | 
to call up to-day the Maryland contested-election | 


case; but from the disposition of gentlemen to 


proceed with other business, I am willing to 


waive that, and propose to call it up to-morrow. | 


In the mean time I hope gentlemen will give what 


consideration they can to the case. 


| 


ACCOUNTS OF THE LATE CLERK. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I am directed by the special 
committee appointed to investigate the conduct 
and accounts of the late Clerk, to present to the 
House a report, accompanied bya resolution. I 


AL GLOBE, — 


soldiers of the war | 


_move that the report be laid upon the table, and 
| ordered to be printed; and ask that the resolution 
be put upon its passage. I move the previous 
question. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the committee, appointed by the resolution 


|| of the House of Representatives of December 18, 1857, to in- 


vestigate the conduct and accounts of William Cullom. jate 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, have leave to sit at 
the next session, and then to submit their final report. 


Mr. STANTON. How does the resolution got 
before the House? I understood that the gentio. 
| man from Virginia [Mr. Bocock] had the floor 
| on a motion to suspend the rules. 
| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir. 
ginia was recognized, and the gentleman from 
|| Tennessee rose and stated that he rose to a privi- 
| leged question. Onexamination, the Chair learns 
| that the resolution constituting the special com- 
|| mittee authorizes that committee to report at any 
|| time. 
|| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is this the report? 
| The SPEAKER. It isa report in part. 
|| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I suppose their 
| authority was to report the result of their inves. 
tigation, not to report a resolution for the exten- 
| sion of time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that this 
| comes within the scope of the authority, the com- 
mittee not being able to conclude its investiga- 
| tion. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I suppose they 
' might report the testimony they have got, and 
let us have it to examine during the recess. | 
suppose that what testimony is taken is perfect, 
and will not be amended. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The report we now sub- 
mit was agreed to unanimously. We understand 
that it is necessary to adopt this resolution, in 
order that the committee may continue in exist- 
ence. There is no time, nor am I authorized, to 
inform the House what we have been doing, 
what is the state of the investigation, or any- 
thing aboutit. I ask thatthe report may be read, 
/ and that will give the House such information as 
| | am directed to impart at this time. 
| The report was read. It sets forth that the 
| subject was found to be very extensive, embracing 
the disbursement of between one and two million 
| dollars, generally in small sums, and to many 
ersons, involving the whole administration of the 
louse contingent fund; that the committee had 
' devoted to it all the leisure they could command 
| from other, and, as they considered, paramount 

duties; that their labors had been greatly aided 
| by their prompt, attentive, and efficient clerk, Mr. 

William Blair Lord; that they had taken a large 
amount of testimony, written and oral, having 
/examined seventy-seven witnesses, several of 
them more than once; and that the approaching 
close of the session prevents them from examin- 
ing the volumirfous evidence already taken so as 
to report the facts. They therefore ask leave to 
sit during the next session. 
| The previous question was seconded, and the 
| main question ordered; and, under its operation, 
| the resolution was adopted. 

The report was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 
Mr. MAYNARD moved to reconsider the vote 

' by which the resolution was adopted, and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 
| The latter motion was agreed to. 


DOORKEEPER’S ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. HUGHES. Irise to a privileged question. 
| I desire to call up the report of the select commit- 
| tee on the conduct and accounts of the late Door- 
keeper, so as to have it disposed of by the House, 
either by postponing it, or otherwise. 

__ Mr. BOCOCK. I must raise a question of order 
in respect to this matter. I would have done so 
on the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. May- 

/warp,] but that I want to get all the vetes that | 
can for my proposition, and I did not wish to press 
a point of order which I might legitimately have 
made; but since I see that privileged questions 
| are the order of the day, I must make the point 
| of order on the gentleman from Indiana. Although 
| he may have the right to call up his report at any 
| time, he must get the floor in order to do so. He 
| has not the right to take the floor from me. If 
| he can take it at the beginning, he can take it 
| when I have been on the floor for half an hour. 
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